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Was James Hanratty Innocent? 


Norma Buddle 











The death of Justice? 


The Matthews Report of May 1996 was commissioned by 
Scotland Yard after Bob Woffinden and Sir Geoffrey 
Bindman had made a 400 page submission to the Home Office 
containing all the new evidence that they and others had 
amassed.The Home Office requested an internal report from 
Scotland Yard.This was produced by Detective Chief 
Superintendent Roger Matthews. 

Sir Geoffrey Bindman explained: 

“Matthews concluded that James Hanratty was entirely 
innocent and had been wrongly hanged.He said his 
inquiries had led him to change his mind about capital 
punishment, of which he had previously been a supporter 
and to which he was now opposed.” 

After a number of lengthy delays Home Office officials 
concluded that the case should be referred to the Court 
of Appeal where after extraordinarily long delays , Sir 
Geoffrey Bindman eventually issued a press statement 
requesting an explanation for the ‘inexcusable delay’. 

Such obstructive practices are not uncommon.It is 
always worth reminding ourselves that the British legal 
system is adversarial.The only ‘neutral parties’ are the 
judge and Jury. 

On one side there are the police, the Crown 
Prosecution Service [CPS] and until very recently , their 
handmaidens ,the forensic experts in the FSS who, in 2002 
had unlimited resources. 

On the other we have the defence and their forensic 
experts- assuming the defence can get together sufficient 
money to pay for them and can then compel the police to 
release such evidence from custody. 

In ,‘Dispatches from the Dark Side on Torture and 
the Death of Justice’ Gareth Peirce who has successfully 
handled a number of miscarriages of justice such as 
those involving the Guildford Four,The Birmingham Six 
Judith Ward etc discusses the devastating findings of the 
public inquiry in the early 1990’s into the false science 
that convicted the Maguire Seven ; the succession of 
judgements in the Court of Appeal in case after case, in 
which the forensic investigations of RARDE [ Royal 
Armament Research and Development Establishment } 
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scientists had provided the basis for wrongful 
convictions. 

Prosecution forensic experts are not an ‘impartial’ 
organisation. They are paid for by the prosecution. 
Nor were they ‘impartial’ in the case of the Hanratty 
appeal. 


The reality is that the appeals procedure has less to do 
with justice than with upholding the original verdict. 
There has to be overwhelming evidence that the conviction 
was wrong for an appeal to succeed. 

After Detective Superintendent Matthews had 
submitted his findings to Scotland Yard , concluding that 
Hanratty was innocent and should never even have been 
charged, everything seemed to be moving in favour of the 
re-opening of the case and the original verdict being 
quashed. But instead, the verdict was upheld-the DNA 
evidence by itself considered ‘certain proof of 
Hanratty’s guilt’. 


The alleged source of the DNA that the prosecution insist 
proved their case,had been kept under lock and key in a 
police station for 42 years where only the police had 
access. 


If the police appointed themselves custodians of the 
evidence and nobody was allowed near it, how do we know 
it wasn’t contaminated? Could they have proved that 
contamination did not occur over all those years? 


The FSS carry out tests in camera where the public 
are not allowed access.There was no independent oversight 
and no validation of their methods and yet the scientific 
method was supposedly developed to counter the errors and 
faked evidence of scientists. 

Moreover,the cornerstone of scientific method is that it 
is repeatable: an experiment that cannot be repeated is 
worthless.By carrying out their tests in secret and 
destroying the evidence the FSS move the debate out of 
the realm of science and into the realm of faith. You 
either believe them or you don’t. 
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Gareth Peirce insists in her above mentioned book: 
"There is a basic necessity for evidential preservation 
in any criminal case: every inspection must be 
logged, chronology recorded,detail noted.” 

In the Hanratty case not only was the fragment of cloth 
destroyed in the process of testing but there was a gap 
between when they first claimed to have found Hanratty’s 
DNA and when they later added that they had also found 
that of Michael Gregsten and Valerie Storie.Every detail 
had evidently not been noted.For example they should 
also have listed ALL the DNA they found without focusing 
on that which suited the prosecution case.What happened 
to all the other DNA that should have been on the 
sample, for example that of the nurses who treated 
Valerie Storie;that of the police who collected and 
bagged the evidence; that of the forensic scientists who 
Originally examined it? 

From the very first evidence -the misidentification by 
Valerie Storie of Michael Clark as the gunman- to the 
very last evidence -the dodgy DNA- the case is one litany 


of false, concocted, withheld evidence against Hanratty. 
Gareth Peirce reminds us of the series of catastrophic 


tc 
mis 


identifications that resulted on evidence ‘based on 
that most fragile of human attributes, visual memory. ' 
“Witnesses must not be prompted; a witness’s memory, as 
far as possible,must be as safely protected from 
contamination as a crime scene.The first description is 
vital,if a witness makes a positive identification of one 
individual,no subsequent identification of a second is 
permissible.Equivocation and uncertainty are not enough.” 
Valerie Storie wrongly identified Michael Clark as her 
rapist and Michael Gregsten’s killer in the first 
identification parade.She also told Superintendent Acott, 
two weeks after the event, that her memory of the glimpse 
she had had of the gunman’s face,’ was fading. Valerie 


took twenty minutes to positively identify James 
Hanratty. 


Contamination of the truth infests the case 
against Hanratty. 


Norma Buddle March 2012 
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; == Getty images 
24th January 1962: The Trial of James Hanratty enters its third day and evidence is 
taken into court, including the duffel bag. The man does not wear gloves. 

Michael Sherrard, Hanrattyé trial barrister: “You need so little DNA to contaminate a 
sample and they were just carting boxes of stuff backwards and forwards 
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August 22nd 1961 


List of characters: 


VALERIE STORIE 22 year old research assistant at 

Road Research Laboratory at Langley near Slough wh 

ishe worked with Gregsten. 

Valerie Storie and Gregsten had been lovers tor 
eral months in the Summer of 1961. 
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the sole witness to what took 
Reach, 


Valerie was 
lace ,first at the cornfield at Dorney 
drive round the London suburbs and final 
lay-by where Michael Gregsten was murdered 


ge ae ae 
Lf was raped,shot and left f01 dead. 
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MICHAEL GREGSTEN 


36 year old research scientist at the Road Research 
Laboratory.Gregsten had lived apart from Janet,in 
lodgings , for the previous twelve months,staying at 
the family home at weekends.He suffered from 
depression and had severe financial difficulties. 


JANET GREGSTEN 


aged 30,wife of Gregsten and mother of his 
two children. Gregsten had been on holiday 
with Janet just before the murder when they 
had tried to patch up their marriage 
without success.Reported by Daily Sketch to 
have had ‘intuitive sighting of Hanratty 
opposite William Ewer’s shop in Swiss 
Cottage arcade eight days after murder. 





Road Research Laboratory 
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Michael Fogarty- Waul lived in a caravan at 


Peck’s Farm ,off Marsh Lane.About two weeks 
before the murder he had offered a lift to a man 
walking down Marsh Lane.The man wore a blazer 
and shortie raincoat.He mumbled something about 
going to ’ the dogs.’ When he reached the 

farm ,the man got out and continued walking down 
Marsh Lane,towards the cornfield. Mr Fogarty - 
Waul decided the man was some kind of ‘a 


nutcase’. 
About six months later about the 26th /27th 


February 1962, he was coming home from fishing in 
the river at the bottom of the cornfield and 
noticed a man acting suspiciously near his car 
and thought he looked very like the man he had 
given a lift to the previous August.He noted too 
that the man resembled Sidney Tafler ,a popular 
actor at the time.He also noticed a distinctive 
gait the man had. 

When a picture of the man convicted of the A6 murder,James 
Hanratty,was eventually published in the press, Mr Fogarty- 
Waul expressed his surprise to Tony Mason, a free lance 
journalist,working in Slough .Fogarty -Waul had been sure the 
picture would be of the man he had offered the lift to the 
previous August.Fogarty-Waul was always convinced that the 
man he met was the original suspect, who later confessed to 
the A6 murder. 


Sidney Tafler Peter Aiphon 



















Marsh Lane - 1am night in early August 1961 
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Mr Fogarty-Waul ’ s caravan on Peck’ s@ 
Farm off Marsh Lane. 





2.30 pm Tuesday 22nd August , Marsh Lane. 


Statement made by Elsie Cobb to policeman, 30th August 1961 


*On Tuesday, 22nd August 1961, | saw a man passing the gate.! went 
outside and called to my dog which was still barking at the man.| went up 
to the man and said, Its all right, he probably wants your bag, The man 
said, “Oh,his bark is worse than his bite.” It was a normal voice with no 
distinctive accent.It wasn’t a cultured type of voice.The man was wearing a 
dark coloured suit.| would put his age at between twenty seven and thirty, 
height 5ft 6 ins.He had dark hair brushed back.He had very dark eyes but ! 
wouldn't say they were sunken.His nose was thin.’ 


Statement by Frederick Newell ,a neighbour of Stanley and Elsie Cobb, 30th August 1961 


“| would describe him as twenty five to thirty,very sallow complexion with dark eyes. His 
hair was dark brown or black, brushed back but not tidy.It seemed to be receding from 
his forehead.” 
























The reason the Cobbs and Mr Newell had gone to the police 
was because,when the identikits were released,they thought 
the one composed by Miss Storie strongly resembled the 

man they saw. | 
Neither the Cobbs or Mr Newell were ever asked to attend an a 
identity parade. 


Composed by Valerie Storie 






Mr Newell had seen the man in the area on two previous 
occasions three weeks before. 





“The first was about three weeks before 22 
August,but I can‘t say which day only that it was 
mid-week.On this occasion,he was wearing a red 
pullover under a dark jacket.The next time would 
have been roughly a week later.He had this red 
coloured garment under his coat, and each time he 


walked quite casually,He didn’ t seem to live locally 
to me.” 







According to Bob Woffinden the police never 
amassed any information about when or how the gunman 
arrived in the area. ‘One policeman diligently drew 
on statements taken from local residents ,of 
sightings of strangers in the vicinity ,to assemble 
a detailed chart ,headed ‘Man Sitings’ .Twenty six of 
these referred to a purported stranger .Of these 
most were safely eliminated from their inquiries 
‘No evidence ever placed a suspect in the vicinity of 
Dorney Reach on 22nd August 1961’ 


{ Bob Woffinden:Hanratty, The Final Verdict’ ]. 








9.30 pm August 22nd -a cornfield at 
Dorney Reach, Buckinghamshire 








Valerie Storie’s account of the night 
of 22/ 23nd August 


Michael Gregsten and Valerie Storie left the Old Station 
Inn at about 9.00 pm. They headed for a favourite spot, 
Dorney Reach .They drove the Morris Minor quite deep into 
the cornfield so as not to be disturbed.After about half 
an hour when it was almost completely dark there was a 
a sharp tap on the car window.Gregsten wound down the 
window and a revolver was thrust through it.’This is a 
hold up’, a voice announced.’I am a desperate man.I have 
been on the run for four months.If you do as I tell you 
you will be alright’ 
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Valerie Storie said the man was dressed in a dark suit and 
spoke with a Cockney accent. He got into the back and 
ordered them to drive further into the cornfield .He 

spoke non stop for two hours.He did not make sense most of 
the time.After two hours he ordered Gregsten to drive out 
of the cornfield. They drove aimlessly around the West and 
North West suburbs of London. “Take the car and let us 
go”,they pleaded.He continued . Gregsten was made to drive 
towards London.The man was hungry.They stopped at a milk 
machine near Slough . Nobody had any change.They drove 
on.At a petrol station Gregsten was sent to buy 

cigarettes .Valerie remembered it sold ‘Regent Petrol’ and 
was near London Airport.The man told them he was on the 
run.He had ‘done the lot’ ,he said.He asked them about 
their sex life.He liked hearing about that.They drove 
north through St Albans and took the A6 towards Luton and 
Bedford.During the journey the man had refused to let them 
turn round so they hadn’t been able to see his 
face.Valerie had at one point noted he wore a handkerchief 
as a mask over the lower part of his face. 









if you do as | tell you you will be alright 


DEA DMANS EXX1I..1L. 


When an illuminated sign flashed up before them saying 
‘Deadman”s Hill’, the man ordered them to drive into 
the lay-by nearby and switch off the lights.It was about 
1.30 am.Silent and frightened , Gregsten refused.The man 
raged.He thrust the gun into the back of Gregsten’s neck. 
Gregsten switched off the lights. He told them he was 
tired and wanted a ‘kip’.He needed to tie them up 

first .He began looking for some rope.They pleaded with 
him not to shoot and to take the car and go.He said, If I 
was going to shoot you I would have done it before now.He 
tied Valerie’s hands with Gregsten’s tie.He saw some rope 
on a duffle bag and ordered Gregsten to pass him the bag 
Gregsten,started to lift it over the front seat.He 
possibly tried to hurl the bag at the man in the 
back.Instantly the man fired two shots into the side and 
back of Gregsten”s head which killed him instantly. 





The noise was shattering.Valerie Storie screamed: ‘You shot him 
you bastard. Why did you do that?’ He said, He frightened me.He 
moved too quick! got frightened.’ 

When Miss Storie then shouted about a doctor.He said: 
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‘Be quiet will you, | am finking’ 


— 


Eventually the man ordered her to turn and kiss him.She 
turned for the first time towards him,his face was lit in the 
headlights of a passing car.He forced her to get into the 
back of the car.He raped her.She noticed he was wearing 
black nylon gloves and that he removed one during the 
assault. 


The only description of the man 
wanted for questioning by the police 


is the one given by Miss Storie 
in her gravely ill condition 


Windsor ,Slough and Eton Express 
[August 25th 1961] 
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pleaded with him to take the car 
her to help him to drag 
Lood-soaked body out of the driver’s seat and 
He then ordered her to start the car and 
h the gears worked.She returned to Gregsten”s 
n he tried it the car stalled. She again begged 
,but he insisted she demonstrated how to drive 
operate the gears.After another try he was 
uccessful and he ordered her back to the roadside 
beside the body of her lover.He seemed 
t to do.He walked indecisively to and fro 
a pound note Valerie had found in her 
[er ts: him in desperation shouting, 
in, take the car and go!”"He walked a few 
and fired a series of bullets in her 
1 the dark.Most of the bullets missed their 
t She felt the use of her legs go and she fell 


er.He reloaded and fired again .Valerie lay perfectly 





holding her breath.The man prodded her with his 
then walked back to the car,put on the headlights 
with a grinding of gears towards Luton. 
orie lay,unable to move, for as long as 
tried to attract attention when a car 
waving her petticoat ,but to no avail,nobody 
and she lost consciousness. 


_ 


found at 6.45 am by a farm worker on his way 





Lay-by Deadman’s Hill , 6.30 am 23rd August 1961 
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ran down and was shaken 
woman was lying slumped down ty 
a girl, was only semi-conscious 
only thing he could do was 
sar old Oxford undergraduate 
2aid,”There’s some woman up the 
away . John Kerr went to have ; 
.He spoke to to the girl.”I said”,- 
yht?” She said ,”“No, I have been 
flagged down a car,and asked them to 
by Bob Woffinden with John Kerr London 
car was driven by Thomas Reay,a machinist 
le Kerr went down to the RAC telephone box at 
crete strip and dialled 999.He then returned to 
- he pulled down her skirt and covered her with his 
what had happened.He jotted down notes on the back 
census forms . 
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> down the number of the car her name-‘’I remember thi 
lly,because she said to me ,as I thought,that her n 
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“He had big staring eyes, fairish brown hair,slightly taller than | am -5 feet three and 
a half inches.” 


‘ I can remember the hair,’ Kerr recollected in 
her, “Do you mean like mine?” -amazingly my hair 
today -and she said,’Yes. ’ 


) 


down was driven by Thomas Reay who returned with 
phoning for the police and an y 
and said, ‘She says her name is Valerie. 
clarified for him that her name was Va] 
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6.55 am 23rd August Bedford Police Station 


Inspector Edward Milborrow, recorded the emergency 
call timed at 6.55, and wrote in his report:’We 
have received a 999 call that there are two bodies 
in the ditch near RAC box at Deadman’s Hill,A6.I am 
attending,send ambulance.Inspector Milborrow 

arrived with a sergeant and a constable from Bedford 
Police Station at just after 7a.m. 

Milborrow spoke to Valerie Storie about what had 

happened the previous night. 

Valerie was then placed on a stretcher and taken to 

Bedford General Hospital. 
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Valerie had been able to speak lucidly to 
both John Kerr and Inspector Milborrow. 


Just after 7 am 23rd August , Deadman’s Hill 


Then something crucial occurred: 
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John Kerr had begun to have a conversation 
with a policeman. 

John Kerr: 

“He said, ‘ What did you see? ’ He wasn’t 
interviewing me,we were just talking.I told him 
I’d made some notes.He responded,”Have you? You’d 
better let me have them.” 

‘I unclipped the paper and gave it to him.It 
was written,I am sure,on the back of an unused 
sheet,so there was no problem about giving him 
census information that I had been collecting. 

‘So he took it away,and that’s the last that’s 
ever been seen of it.’ 
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How did the police manage to mislay such 
an important piece of evidence.....? 
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7.45 am 23rd August 


Valerie Storie was admitted to hospital at 7.45 
a.m.Mr Andrew Pollen,a consultant orthopaedic 
surgeon at Bedford Hospital,examined her and 
ordered an immediate blood transfusion.Her 
lower limbs were completely paralysed, two 
bullets were still inside her body and she had 
other serious wounds.Valerie has never been 
able to walk since. 

Mr Pollen took a statement from her mainly 
concerning the rape.She did not give him any 
details at all of the person who had done it.Mr 
Pollen added that at the time he took the 
statement she was compos mentis. 



















Valerie herself explained in an article 
in ‘Today’,[June 9th 1962]that it was because 
she was paralysed that much of the pain was 
shut out .Miraculously I could remember every 
detail and was able to tell my story quite 
coherently.’ 











Valerie Storie was the only witness to the 
crime. 

Within hours of her arrival at Bedford 
Hospital ,despite her injuries and trauma, she 
managed to give Detective Sergeant Douglas Rees 
a clear, lucid account of her ordeal .The hunt 
began that day for a man aged about 30, 1.68 
metre tall and medium build with brown eyes 
and dark hair that was greased,brushed back and 
receding slightly at the temples. 









Later on day of August 23rd: 

Police circulate statement; 

London Evening News and other evenin 
papers carry the description 


‘aged about 30,five foot six inches,of medium build, wearing 
a dark brown suit.He has dark hair, a pale face, and deep set 
brown eyes.He talks with an East End accent’ 


In the London Evening News on the 
afternoon of August 23rd John Kerr was 
quoted as saying: 


She told me that as they passed through 
Slough at 9.30 last night,a man thumbed a 
lift.They picked him up,and on the journey 
they noticed he had staring eyes. 


Operations room -Bedfordshire CID 





hese descriptions were Common to all newspapers and 
ame from Miss Storie and no one else’ Paul Foot, 
Who killed Hanratty’—Jonathan Cape Ltd 1971 


Foot wrote that although the ‘hitch-hiker 
story’ was ,as it turned out ,false, it had 
served to divert attention away from the 
possibility that the murder had been planned 
and that Valerie Storie and Michael Gregsten 
might have been the targets of a pre-arranged 
plot. Also, if the murderer was a chance hitch- 
hiker,the relationship between Michael Gregsten 
and Valerie Storie had nothing to do with the 
murder. 

Consequently the breakdown of the 
Gregstens’ marriage received scant 
attention.Moreover friends and relatives 
avoided making any suggestion that the couple 


also 


were lovers. 


Foot noted ‘ Valerie Storie’s 
statement,made on the morning of 
the attack when her memory was 
freshest,has never been made 
available’ and ‘None of the 
police officers who took it were 
asked about it either at the 
magistrates’ hearing or at the 
trial.No one outside the Home 
Office except the officers 
themselves know what sort of 
description Valerie Storie gave 
of the man who, that same 
morning, had murdered her lover 
and ,and assaulted and shot her.’ 


Paul Foot investigative journalist wrote, ‘Who Killed Hanratty?’ 









6.30 pm August 23rd , Avondale Crescent, 
near Redbridge Tube Station, east Londo 
4 : 
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The coverage in the press and on Radio and TV 
was extensive.The public responded and a mass of 
information was given to the police. 

At 6.30 pm on 23rd August the police had found # 
Gregsten’s grey Morris Minor dumped behind ; 
Redbridge Tube Station in Avondale Crescent. | 


t 
Almost at the same time the police heard from a 
Edward Blackhall who was a passenger in John J 
Skillet’s car.Both he and Skillett believed they | 
saw the car careering down Eastern Avenue at about 


7 am,three and a half hours after the murder. The 













police also heard from another witness, James 
Trower, who had seen a small grey car on the 
morning after the murder,grinding its gears as it 
passed him in Redbridge Lane 


,ynear where it was 
found parked 


Three witnesses- from left , 
John Skillett , James Trower and Edward 


Blackhall 
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Photofit constructed with help 
of Edward Blackhall who had seen 
the driver of a Morris Minor from his car 


window 






Photofit which Valerie Storie 
constructed on 26th September 
from what she remembered of 


the man’s face. 
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ine police issued two photofits on 30 August 





Edward Blackhall who saw the man alongside him from his 
rolled down window in fact failed to identify Hanratty and later 
said the man he had seen ‘looked nothing like Hanratty’. 

James Trower admitted he had only had a fleeting glimpse and 
had only seen part of the driver's face , 

and the back of his head. 


MICHAEL SHERRARD,QC-HANRATTY § TRIAL BARRISTER: 


‘No hair, no blood, no fibres, nothing at 
all was found that linked Hanratty 
to that motor-car.’ 


THEN WHOSE WERE THE UNIDENTIFIED FINGERPRINTS? 


The car had been found at 6.30 by Alan Madwar ,an oil 
company representative. lt was badly parked,partly on the 
pavement in Avondale Crescent,just off Eastern Avenue, Ilford 
Essex. There were three strips of illuminated tape on the rear 
bumper still intact .Two spent cartridges and several clots of 
blood were found inside and some photographs showed 
fingerprint marks on the windows.The evidence presented later 
in court was selective and did not include twelve photographs 
showing suspected fingerprints.On whose instructions were 
the photographs withheld?Were they matched to other 
suspects? The jury were never told. 
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Evening of August 24th 1961 
Gun found on 36A bus 
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The gun ,a .38 Enfield revolver wrapped in a hanky, together with 
five boxes of ammunition, was found in Peckham Bus depot,South 
London ,under the seat of the 36A bus by Mr Edwin Cooke,on 
cleaning duties .He said they had not been there the night before 
and that he knew that because he always looked under that 
particular seat as once two dead rats had been found there. The 
route the bus took included Victoria Station .Also the Vienna Hotel 
was close to one of its stops in Maida Vale.The gun carried no 
finger prints or skin fragments or fibres to link it to the A6 
gunman.The prosecution alleged the bulky package had been 
placed there on the morning of 24th August sinceJames Hanratty 
had sent a telegram from Liverpool to London at 20.40 on 24 
August.The driver of the early morning run was Arthur Embleton 
and he was accompanied by woman conductor named Pamela Patt 
whose statement taken on 26 August 1961,said that at 6.10 am a 
young man of dirty appearance,wearing a dirty raincoat got on near 
the Grosvenor Hotel in Park Lane Central London and went to the 
Upper Deck where he was the only passenger for a time. 

| Mrs Patt was due to attend committal proceedings,but was 

unwell.The prosecution must have considered her evidence 
significant but did not serve it as additional evidence. 

During the 2002 appeal,Mr Mansfield argued that this was 
significant because had they later called her, steps could have been 
taken to find out if she recognised the appellant. 





2/th August 1961 Scotland Yard 
appeal to public: 


Landladies do you have a lodger who has not stirred) 
for the past few days? 


el ,Maida Vale 


Miss Perkins, a school teacher staying at the Alexandra Court Hotel,Finsbury 
Park approached the manager of the Hotel ,Mr Peter Sims. She was 

extremely disturbed she said ,by the behaviour of the man in the next room 

to hers-No 80.She could hear him talking to himself,rummaging in his 
wardrobe, rattling metallic objects.She had noticed he had been in his room 
almost continuously for about five days.When she had knocked there was no © 
response. | 
Mr Sims then kept watch on the man who had signed himself in as Frederick 
Durrant on 23rd August the day of the A6 murder.He telephoned the local 
police who came and asked the man to “help them with their inquiries” at 
Blackstock Road Police Station. The man revealed his real name was Peter 
Louis Alphon and he had spent the night of the 22nd August,at the Vienna 
Hotel,Sutherland Avenue,Maida Vale, registering in the name of Frederick 
Durrant. He had booked in at the Vienna Hotel through the Broadway House 
Hotel in Dorset Square .in his statement ,he told police that on the 21st 

August he had spent the night under the pier at Southend and on the 22nd aty 
the Vienna Hotel.He stated he had met only his mother on the 22nd and 23rd 
August and between then until 27th August he had met nobody at all ,jhaving® 
spent many hours in the cinema or going for walks in Richmond and Barnes. 5 











At first Alphon had persisted with the false name and address, later 
admitting to his name, Peter Louis Alphon, and address in Streatham, 
London SW16 . His father worked at Scotland Yard,in a clerical capacity. 
Detective Sergeant Arthur Kilner contacted the A6 Inquiry team in 
Bedford: 

“,. we have found a man named Peter Louis Alphon,CRO 40238/53 
staying at the Alexandra Court Hotel under a false name.He has been 
there since August 24th. Apart from his height,[ 5’ 10 ], he is similar to 
your description and | have him here.”[CRO referred to Criminal Record 
Office and indicated a previous conviction] 

Kilner was asked to forward his report and statement to Detective 
Inspector Holmes at Scotland Yard.[police message logged at 7,50 pm on 
August 27 1961]. 








The reply came back immediately: ‘Examine clothing and 
t obtain a statement including full details of his 
i Mm movements from 21 - 23 August and verify.‘ Det Sgt Arthur 
Mm Kilner was asked to forward his report and the statement 
| through Detective Inspector Holmes at Scotland Yard. 
J Alphon was pressed by Kilner about why he had used a 
Mm false name.He explained he had done so because he had left 
mm previous hotels without paying. 
| He was asked to open his case which he did reluctantly. 
| According to the statement of Det.Con.Anthony Dean of 
m 20 Sept 1961 it contained, as well as clothing, 
mm literature on the ‘League of Empire Loyalists’ ,the fascist 
f movement and racial propaganda. 
At the very bottom of the case Kilner found a recent copy 
of the Daily Express. 
‘The front page, which was what I first saw, contained 
1 headlines of the A6 murder amd a photograph taking up two- 


thirds of the top half of the page,of a lay-by.’ 


| However it was apparently confirmed he stayed the night 
of 22/23 August at the Vienna Hotel. 
So, despite his account of himself wandering 
m around London doing nothing in particular ,it seems to 
m have allowed the police to release the first man to have 
been questioned about the A6 murder.He was told to re- 
register at the hotel under his correct name and that it 
might be necessary to speak to him again.Yet Paul Foot 
suggests Alphon’s was an extraordinary narrative 
‘and one in which there was no one apart from 
his mother-not even his father-who could possibly 
verify his movements.’ 


An ‘intuitive sighting’ on August 31st 
Tom Foot reviews the events of 1961 


First published on 13 January, 2011 
by TOM FOOT in Camden Newlournal 


How the fight against a miscarriage of justice that was 


launched by his father almost 50 years ago is still a live 
issue 


ON a summer’s day in 1961 James Hanratty left his friend’s 
house in Boundary Road, Swiss Cottage, turned left into 


Finchley Road, and strolled the 100 yards or so down to the 
under-ground station. 


Had he not taken that 10-minute journey he could still be 
alive today. 


Hanratty was hanged at the age of 25 for the murder of 
government research scientist Michael Gregsten in a lay-by 
at Deadman’s Hill on the A6 in Bedfordshire. Two other 
charges of raping and shooting Gregsten’s lover, Valerie 
Storie, were dropped. 

Fifty years on, Hanratty’s family - backed by King’s Cross 
solicitor Sir Geoffrey Bindman - is calling for a second 


appeal hearing to clear his name on the grounds that DNA 
evidence linking Hanratty to the crime was 


‘contaminated’ . 

The story of Hanratty’s conviction begins with his 
identification in Finchley Road on August 31, 1961. 

It was in Swiss Cottage station’s old subway arcade, nine 
days after the murder, he was marked out as “the man the 
police are looking for” by Gregsten’s wife, Janet. 

Janet was the sister-in-law of William Ewer, a north London 
antiques dealer who owned an umbrella shop there. Ewer 
had been caring for Janet in the wake of the tragedy and he 
had taken her to his shop on the same morning Hanratty 
walked past on his way to pick up a suit from cleaners. 
Janet grabbed Ewer by the arm and announced: “He fits the 
description... ve got an overpowering feeling that it’s 
him.” 





August 31st: Janet Gregston has 
intuitive sighting 
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Two days earlier, detectives had released two ‘ identikit ” 
images of the killer. He was described as having ‘dleep-set 
brown eyes ’; Hanratty’s were light blue. 

Ewer - who had vowed to find the man Mrs Gregsten had 
seen - was sipping tea in a Finchley Road café the next day 
when he saw Hanratty again. 

According to a report in the Daily Sketch newspaper, 
published after the trial because of contempt of court rules, 
Mr Ewer said: “My eyes travelled upwards to a well-cut 
blue suit. Then I found myself staring into those blue eyes 
again. It was the same man.” 

He watched Hanratty go into Cater’s the florist in Finchley 
Road, then he called Scotland Yard. 

Hanratty, who was known to police as a car thief and 
burglar who had been in and out of prison for a series of 
petty crimes, was later picked out by Valerie Storie as the 
man who had killed her lover and raped, shot at, and left 
her for dead in the lay-by. 


Tom Foot’s article continues on last pages 
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William Ewer follows man with ‘staring 
bine eyes’ to cafe on Finchley Road 
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Caters sent fi om ‘Ryan’ to 
‘Mrs Hanratty’ in Sycamore Grove 
Kingsbury 


August 31st/September 1st 1961 


Valerie Storie was moved from Bedford to Guy’s Hospital 
in London.Before she was moved police had visited 

her and she had given them an entirely new description 

of the murderer.The Bedford Police then issued this new 
description of the murderer. The wanted man no longer had 
deep set brown eyes, he now had 

‘large icy-blue,saucer like eyes’ 

No one knows what prompted Valerie to change her 
evidence but the police seemed happy to accept it. 

What happened in the next weeks was puzzling as it was 
Peter Alphon , their first suspect ,who was to 

return to the frame.Peter Alphon had deep set hazel eyes 

and closely resembled the identikit picture Valerie had 
helped to compose earlier in the week,and which contradicted 
her new description released on 31st August. 





August 31st 1961 


After the trial in February 1962 both the Daily Sketch and 
The Daily Mail carried articles about Janet Gregsten’s 
intuitive ‘identification’ of Hanratty on 31st August 1961. 
Crime reporter Peter Duffy later told Paul Foot 

his story had been accurate in all details, despite William 
Ewer protesting at the time that certain details were not 
accurate. 
On May 16th 1971 ‘The Sunday Times’ carried a 15point 
statement from William Ewer about the Swiss Cottage 
sightings . Ewer claimed in this statement that it was he 
himself and not Janet Gregsten who had ‘identified’ 
Hanratty when he had seen a man with ‘ staring eyes’ 
in a Finchley Road cafe soon after seeing Valerie Storie’s 
new description ,about a man with staring eyes, 
released on August 31st. 

He had, he said, followed the man ‘who had eyes like 
a carbuncle on his face’ to a florist’s shop nearby 

and glimpsed him through the steamed up shop’s window . 

It was later confirmed by Mrs Dorothy Morrell that she had 
served a man who gave his name as ‘Ryan’ who had sent 
flowers to a Mrs Hanratty living in Sycamore Grove 

on September ist 1961. 

Ewer claimed to have next visited Burtols dry cleaners 
opposite his umbrella shop and enquired whether 

aman going by the name of ‘Ryan’ had ever been in there 

and they confirmed to him they had. 
Mr Wood the manager of Burtols, in evidence he gave on oath 
at Ampthill magistrates court ,said that he had received a suit 
from a man who gave the name ‘Ryan’ on August 21st 1961 
who gave an address in Boundary Road. 


=m Lhe publication of these articles indicate that Scotland Yard 
had Hanratty’s name and his alias ‘Ryan’ over a month before 
they started to hunt him for the A6 murder.They should also 
have had a record of the telephone call from William Ewer on 
f September lst which had led to a man called Ryan who sent 
his mother,Mrs Hanratty,flowers from Cater’s florists to her 
address in Sycamore Grove,Kingsbury and of the visit they made 
to Mrs Dorothy Morrell in her florists shop in early September. 





September 11th 1961: Vienna Hotel 


It wasn’t until 11th September,almost three weeks after the murde 
that police got their next break.A vital clue had been discovered 
that morning by Robert Crocker who had over all charge of the 
four hotels of which the Vienna was one.Crocker had gone to 
the hotel to sack two members of staff, William Nudds and his 
partner Florence Snell.The pair had only started there on 12th 
August but it was long enough for Juliana and her husband to 
be aware of both their dishonesty and indolence.Juliana had 
been informed that Nudds was too sick to work but she had 
caught sight of him among a horse racing crowd on TV as the 
camera panned across the crowd.Crocker insisted later that he 
had not appointed them and that the owner must have done so, 
Herr Pischler,around the same time as he was himself. 
Crocker had decided to inspect the rooms while he was there 
along with Juliana Galves,the manager.When they moved a chair 
in a basement room to tidy away a piece of stray cloth,two cartridge 
cases had fallen to the floor.The police were contacted and the 
cartridge cases were quickly discovered to have come from the ¢ 
found on the 356A bus.The entire murder inquiry now moved to the 
Vienna Hotel. 
William Nudds had a shady past.When he was first asked about 
the people who stayed in the hotel on the night of 22/23 August, 
Detective Chief Superintendent Acott did not know he hada 
criminal record or that he went by a number of aliases.At this 
using the name ‘Jack Glickberg. 









September 15th 1961:Nudds’s 1st statement 





As soon as Detective Superintendent Acott learned about the 
cartridge cases the entire murder inquiry shifted to the Vienna 
Hotel with its headquarters set up in the front room of 
Broadway House, its partner hotel. 

The Vienna Hotel had been mentioned before in connection with 
Peter Alphon on August 27th. He had told police he had signed in 
under the name of Durrant,on 22nd August,the night of the 
murder and stayed there all night.He had told police he had been 
with his mother in Streatham from 9.15 pm to 10 pm that night. 

The managers of The Vienna ,Mr and Mrs Galves, were 

Spanish and spoke only Spanish,so Mr Acott had relied on 
William Nudds alias ‘Jack Glickberg’ . Nudds had spent most of 
his life in prison ,mostly for fraud.Nudds had earned a 
reputation as a notorious informer who, when in prison ,had 
been constantly attacked and placed under protection by the 
prison authorities. 

The first statement Nudds made to Acott on September 15th 
was signed J Glickberg gave the wrong date of birth [1915 
instead of 1908]. 

‘The statement first mentioned the booking of J. Ryan ,the 
man reported to have been spotted by Janet Gregsten on 3lst 
August .Nudds’s first statement explained that ‘Ryan’ had been 
sent by the Broadway House Hotel between 9pm and 11 
pm.According to the records he had stayed in room 24,the large 
basement room in which the cartridge cases were found.This 
was on the night of 21st August ie the night before the murder. 
Nudds stated that he had been shown to his room on the night of 
the 21st August and had had breakfast next morning 22nd 
August. Nudds told police Ryan then asked the way to 
Queensway and had been directed to the Harrow Road to catcha 
5S6A bus. As the gun had been found under the back seat of a 364A 
bus this was very damaging to Ryan. 

According to Nudds, Durrant ,the man who had already been 
questioned by police on 27th August and had admitted his name 
was Peter Alphon had been shown to an upstairs room 6, late at 
night , on the night of 22 August,the night of the murder and had 

left around midday the next day,the 23rd without 
breakfast.This confirmed the alibi Alphon had given the police. 








































september 21st :Nudds’s 2nd statement 


What happened over the next few days is not known but 
something persuaded them that Alphon was their man because 
on 21st September,six days after Nudds had made his original 
statement he was escorted from his house by police and again 
taken to Scotland Yard .The police made it clear they were not 
satisfied with his original statement and Supt. Acott made it 
quite clear he knew of Nudds’s criminal past.Now they wanted a 
much more detailed account.After eight hours of interrogation, 
Nudds changed his story so that in several crucial respects it 
completely contradicted his first statement. He said that 
Durrant had originally been put in basement room 24 where the 
cartridge cases were found ,as this was the only free room but 
that later room 6 had become available.Durrant had come in 
very late, Nudds had waited up for him until 2am and had then 
left a note telling him that he could change to room 6.He added 
that Durrant[Alphon] ‘was in a bit of a flurry and in a hurry to 
get out of the hotel ’ whereas Ryan had left the hotel ‘calm and 
collected‘ and Durrant had lied about when he got in ,saying he 
had got in about 11 pm when he had been out after midnight. 


peasy 


‘William Nudds ’ Det. Supt 


— sir 


So ,according to the second statement by Nudds , Alphon had 
been in room 24 and was now firmly back in the frame.The 
alibi Alphon had provided to the Highbury police on August 


27th had been blown.Ryan who had been implicated in the first 
statement was now barely on their radar . 





September 22nd: Acott names suspect 


On September 22nd Superintendent Acott took the unusual 
step of publicly naming Peter Alphon as the man suspected of 
murdering Michael Gregsten and began to launch one of the 
biggest manhunts in the history of the Murder Squad.The 
following detailed description was circulated to the media: 
31 years old,5ft 9ins to 5ft 10 ins tall,slim build,pale 

complexion with dark brown hair brushed back.Hazel 
eyes,small , straight nose ,thin lips,round chin. Well spoken 
with a soft London accent. 


The police also put out an appeal on television for him to come 


forward. 

That same evening Peter Alphon walked calmly into Scotland 
Yard and gave himself up and was interrogated throughout the 
night by Supt Acott. 


September 24th: Valerie Storie ‘identifies’ 


another man 
and Alphon is eliminated from the enquiry. 





Peter Alphon 






Alphon greets his mother after 
release from police custody 


September 25th:Nudds 3rd Statement 


The day after the identification parade Nudds was escorted back j 
to Scotland Yard and subjected to another seven hours of 
interrogation.By the end of the day he had signed the THIRD 
statement in ten days .He now wanted to affirm that his first 
statement had been correct after all and that the second statement 
had been invented because he wanted to help the police. Moreover 
his remark about Ryan asking about the 36 bus which had been 


erased from the second statement could now be restored. Ryan 
was now suspect number one. 


25th September:Police learn Ryan 
is Hanratt 


By some means that has never been explained, the police 

seemed to know the real identity of J. Ryan immediately 

Peter Alphon was cleared.Had the bizarre ‘sightings’ 

of Janet Gregsten and/ or William Ewer something to do with it? 
Or did it have more to do with the fact that on 25th September 
Charles ‘Dixie’France , a close acquaintance of Hanratty went to 
the police with a postcard sent by Hanratty from Ireland. 

At this time the public were not yet aware 

that Hanratty was a suspect;How did France know this? 


James Hanratty 


Charles ‘Dixie’ France 
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On 28nd September ‘Ryan’ or Hanratty, had learnt from a cousin 
that the police were after him for housebreaking.Hanratty had 

just served a jail sentence and faced five years if he was arrested 
again.He began to move round,staying at various houses. 

As soon as he found out that he was a suspect in the A6 murder, 
Hanratty rang The Daily Mirror and Scotland Yard to say that he 
had nothing whatever to do with the A6 murder but could not give 
himself up as he was wanted for housebreaking and faced a six year 
jail sentence for robbery. 
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Hanratty phones Scotland Yard ,Supt tt and 
he Daily Mirror to protest his innocence 






































Tom Foot article continued 


The trial opened in Bedford, the jury found Hanratty guilty, 
and he was hanged at Bedford jail on April 4, 1962. 


Michael Hanratty, James’s younger brother, said: “The day before 
the execution his last words were: 





‘Mick I’m completely innocent. Look after mum and dad - see the 
newspapers, eventually it will come out’. He told me not to let go. 


It was a terrible experience.” 


Speaking from his home in a caravan park in Norfolk, Mick, now 
72, told me there had not been a single day in the past 50 years 
that he had not thought about his brother. 

Somewhat embarrassingly, he remembered me as “a little nipper”, 
after my father, Paul Foot, began his campaign on the case. 

Aside from many articles in Private Eye, Paul wrote the book Who 
Killed Hanratty? (1971, Jonathan Cape). He was living at the 
time in Canfield Gardens, West Hampstead, just a few minutes’ 
walk from Swiss Cottage. 

The book included six testimonies showing Hanratty was in Rhyl 
on the day of the murder, new evidence secured during trips 
around the country, often with Michael. 

Paul never lost touch with the Hanratty family and Michael told 
me that, after he was sacked as a printer when Rupert Murdoch 
moved his newspapers from Fleet Street to Wapping, Paul found 
him a job on the Daily Mirror presses. 





Among the twists and turns in Who Killed Hanratty? are the 
confessions of the original suspect, Peter Louis Alphon. The case 
against Alphon had collapsed after he was put on an identity 

parade and Valerie Storie picked out an innocent man. 

But in a taped interview with Paul, published in the book, Alphon 
confessed: “I fired straight away. Killed him. Killed him the first 
time probably,” adding “and then of course I had to get rid of her.” 
He said he had been hired to break up the affair between Storie and 
Gregsten but the plan had gone wrong. 


Paul wrote: “Either he committed the A6 murder or he has been 
leading us all, and me in particular, a fantastic dance.” 


Alphon died in January 2009. 


, ; = 


After years of campaigning, a Criminal Case Review appeal was 
heard in 2002. Hanratty’s body was exhumed the year before in 
order to extract DNA that was compared with samples from the 
crime scene. To the dismay of campaigners and family, both 
sources matched Hanratty’s DNA. 

Lord Woolf, the Lord Chief Justice conducting the appeal, said 
Hanratty’s guilt had been established “beyond doubt”. 


The disappointment for the campaign was matched only by the 
crowing of the right-wing press. 

Richard Littlejohn, for the Sun in 2002, wrote: “I’ve always been 
of the view that most of the people in the famous ‘miscarriage of 
justice’ campaigns probably did it. If Paul Foot is convinced of 
their innocence, they are almost certainly guilty, as the DNA 
evidence in the Hanratty case illustrated recen 





However, in recent years there have been increasing concerns 
about the validity of some aspects of DNA evidence. 

In the Hanratty case, the DNA sample evidence was filed in a single 
“folder” opening it to contamination. 


Campaigning journalist and author Bob Woffinden, who wrote The 
Final Verdict (Macmillan, 1997), said: “I now believe the 
evidence is much less clear-cut than was suggested at the last 
appeal. So it should definitely be re-examined. The campaign in this 
case has been one of the longest-running in British history, and I 
still believe that we will be able to prove that Hanratty was 
innocent of this crime.” 


There is also a growing body of research dives leading British 
scientists revealing the fallibility of DNA matches leading to 
convictions. 


Sir Geoffrey Bindman, who lives in Highgate, said: “Since all the 
other evidence against Hanratty had been discredited, the only 
basis on which the Court of Appeal rejected the appeal was the DNA 
evidence, so if we can discredit that then Hanratty should be 

| exonerated.” 






A request for a fresh appeal will be sent to the Criminal Cases 
Review Commission early this year. 
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On a personal note, when people are affectionately recalling their 
memories of Paul to me, the conversation often goes along these 
lines: “Are you related to Paul Foot?” Yes. “Oh - Great man your 
dad, an inspirational journalist, socialist, a wonderful speaker - I 
remember him speaking at Skegness rallies or at the Marxism 
festival. He was wrong about Hanratty though...” 


I suspect it was an instinctive belief to the contrary that prompted 
Richard Ingrams, Paul’s oldest and closest friend, to bring the 
calls for a second appeal into the public domain on December SO, as 
guest editor of Radio 4’s Today programme. 


The former Private Eye editor, now editor of The Oldie, said: “It’s 
one of those murder stories that is rather fascinating as it is such 
an improbable story. I lived with it at Private Eye and I was 
actually respons-—ible for getting Paul involved in this story. 


“It was very discredited by the DNA judgment in the eyes of a lot of 
people who thought that proved that he’d got it wrong basically, 

and all this campaign-ing and writing had been shown to be done 

in vain. So I’m partly motivated in bringing it up again - to 
vindicate Paul.” 


Special thanks to James Moore Tom Foot and 
drew Buddie 
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Part Two 


will appear in the 

Autumn and 

will look at James 
Hanratty’s background. 
arrest and his Liverpool 
and Rhy] alibis. 

Later parts will 
examine the trial, 2002 
appeal and the DNA 
evidence 
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Who was Hanratty ? 


James Hanratty was born on 4 October 1936 in Farnborough .He was the 
irst of the four children of Mary and James Hanratty.James’s brother 
Michael was born on Sth February 1939 just before WW2 began .The family 
had not long moved to London .Peter and Richard arrived after the war had 
ded in 1945 and 1947 respectively. 

In 1947 the family went to live at 12 Sycamore Grove,Kingsbury. 

: James left school at fourteen.He had missed a critical year of schooling in 
ondon at the age of seven and never developed confidence in either 
pading or writing ,although he had a level of competence in both . After 

he had left school James Hanratty sr helped his son to get a job in the 
cleansing department of the local council but James detested the work.It 
as at this time he fell off his bike and landed on his head.At the hospital 
ue was unconscious for ten hours. 
After his discharge from hospital he was supposed to go back and get signed 
-so he could go back to work but he never did.Instead he ran away from 
me.He had taken the ration book and gone with his brother Michael to 

the corner shop.They bought some sweets which James gave to 

fichael .Then he sent him back while he himself disappeared . ‘We saw 

™ more of him for a month’ his father said. 





















Michael remembers his brother James at this time as ‘ forever 

” looking for something,always searching for adventure,always chasing 

an elusive dream.’ 

What is also clear is that James was determined to travel his own path , 

'free from parental influence. He found himself a job in Brighton loading 

logs onto lorries.The driver would drive into London with James to 

deliver them.James’s father explained that he had slept in the lorry and 

had had so little food he had collapsed .When he was found in Brighton he 

was unconscious and suffering from exposure.He was taken to the Royal 

Sussex Hospital where doctors carried out an exploratory brain operation 
finding nothing wrong. 

~ Many years later in December 1961 while he was in prison custody , 

he was assessed by Dr Rhys Oliver and a paraphrased reference was 

found to the Royal Sussex report embedded in the report of the prison 

Sdoctor, Dr Rhys Oliver : 


7th December 1961 :Extracts from Dr Rhys Oliver’s report: l 


5) 


The report begins with a summary of Hanratty’s mental condition: 
‘There is no family history of mental illness ; When first received into 
our custody on October 16th,he was composed,coherent,and able to give a 
clear account of his previous life.’ 


Then follows the account taken from the records of The Royal Sussex 
Hospital, Brighton: 


In an interview with the parents some three days later ,an interesting 
point was that a patient at the Royal Sussex told the father that the bo 
had spoken quite intelligently to him during the period he was 
supposed to be semi- comatose and unable to recognise his father.’ 


There is no reference in his report, which is quoted in full, that the 
hospital found any abnormality whatever.An xray of his skull together 
with a craniotomy yielded no abnormalities. 


The letter by the prison doctor in 1961 continues: 


‘In subsequent interviews , Hanratty says he could not read or write 
but he regularly purchased newspapers and apparently read them,and 
wrote a letter to his family in quite good handwriting ,having some 
assistance with spelling from my hospital officer.’ 


The report ends: 


‘| have never at any time found any psychiatric traits calling for 
treatment,and he has been quiet,amenable,eating well and sleeping 
well until the last few days of the Magistrates Court,when he began to 
gei a bit worried about the case. 

He is,in my opinion,quite fit to plead,he knows the difference between 
right and wrong,and must be held responsible for his actions.’ 


Some of the writers who never knew him,such as Louis Blom-Cooper, 
have attempted to portray Hanratty as being mentally unstable and 
‘illiterate and backward ‘ but this report gives the lie to such speculation. 





Soho 

Some time in the late 1950‘s James and his brother Michael 
had started going to Solomon’s gym in Great Windmill 
Street.The gym was upstairs and downstairs was a billiard 
Hall, Michael explained to Bob Woffinden .Just round the 
corner was Archer Street where the Rehearsal Club was 
situated.These streets,close to Piccadilly,are part of a 
multitude of narrow streets with tall, dark brick buildings, 
that lie just behind the main thoroughfares of Shaftesbury 
Avenue and Regent Street. 

‘Jimmy got to know everybody there,they were all 
villains,dressed in sharp Italian suits and expensive shoes’ 
said Michael.’ 

The Rehearsal Club in Archer Street was a drinking club and a 
meeting place for crooks small time and big time. You could 
play cards or snooker and it had girlie shows-and some of the 
girls were beautiful.The girls ,the clothes ,the easy money,it 
was a hell of an attractive lifestyle.’ 

James found he could get ready money there .He loved 


gambling. 


‘ By the end of the night you have lost everything,you feel 
sick,and you know its going to take another week’s work to 
make up what you have lost.But Jimmy would be able to slip 
down to Soho,and someone would give him the money.He’d 
say, ‘Wait here ,I’ll nip down the Rehearsal ,someone owes me.’ 


He’d come back with &20 .I didn’t ask too many questions.’ 


In exchange for the experience of a few months of the glamour of 
Soho , Hanratty appears to have accepted the penalties,the 
punishment of imprisonment involved in a life of cat burglary and 
car theft, for he was to endure several successive spells inside over 
the next five years before the threat of prison became anathema to 
him. 

In March 1958 he was sentenced to three years corrective 
training.He left Manchester prison,after serving every day of his 
original three year sentence,on March 24th,1961. 





On his return home he began to enjoy the secure family environment 
provided by his parents and going out with his brother Michael. They 
went to places such as Southend and one hot weekend in June that 
remains a particularly happy memory for Michael was when the 
pair of them headed, along with thousands of other young 
Londoners ,for the seaside in Southend.They slept under the pier and 
on the Sunday had a wash and brush up and went for a drink with a 
couple of girls taking them to the famous Kursal Fun-fair afterwards. 
Michael, remembering James at this time: ‘He was all charm. 

He had the talent.He could always-as we used to call it-chat a girl up. 
from Bob Woffinden’s, ‘Hanratty, The Final Verdict.’ 


The following is an extract from an article by Julie S Lambert 


In March 1961 Hanratty was released from Strangeways prison. 
After a short-lived period of employment in Middlesbrough he 
returned to his family and announced his intention to settle 
down and live a worthy life. Soon after this, his father cashed in 
his pension and started a window cleaning business with his 
son. Within a few months James became bored and abandoned 
the business when his parents were on holiday. 


By the summer of 1961 Hanratty was back to his old ways - 
burglary and car theft. He was prolific during this short period 
and it was during burglaries in the Stanmore and Harrow areas 
that he stole a gold watch and various valuable rings that he 
claimed were the reason for his journey north to Liverpool/ 
Rhyl. It seems this journey to Liverpool was planned sometime 
in advance as during August, he met a woman called Ann Pryce 
at the Rehearsal Club who he confided in . Sometime before 
August 18, he told Pryce he would soon be going to Liverpool. 


In July 1961 - shortly after giving up the window cleaning 
business - Hanratty met an old prison acquaintance - Charles 
France. It is said that France had underworld connections but it 
is likely he was little more than an odd job man for the bigger 
criminals. Hanratty later described how France had taught him 
some ‘tricks of the trade’ when he was a young man. On 
becoming re-acquainted that day, France took Hanratty home 
for a meal and to meet his family. For a short while that 
summer, Hanratty was to become a regular visitor to the France 
home in Boundary Road, Swiss Cottage, often staying overnight. 





Towards the end of July Hanratty first met Louise Anderson. It 
is unclear how they met or who introduced them but it is 
probable that Hanratty visited her antique shop in Greek Street 
during one of his many visits to Soho to sell her pieces of 
jewellery and other items. At his trial Hanratty described how 
Mrs Anderson,bought ‘bits and pieces’ from him - items stolen 
during his house burglaries. Mrs Anderson’s home also became 
a regular ‘stop over’ for Hanratty that July and August. 


Within a few short weeks of his re-acquaintance with France 
and his new acquaintance with Louise Anderson, Hanratty’s life 
was to spiral out of control and he was to find himself the main 
suspect in one of the most horrific crimes of the decade. 


At Hanratty’s trial - Charles France - describes how - on 7 
August - he was travelling on a bus with Hanratty on the way 
home from a dog track in Hendon. They made their way upstairs 
and Hanratty pulled France towards the back of the bus and 
showed him a place under the back seat where he often disposed 
of unwanted loot from burglaries. As Hanratty himself 
described: “It is a very common hiding place for a man in my 
position” (Glasgow Herald 8/2/62) On 24 August the gun used 
in the A6 crime was found under the back seat of a S6A bus. 
France’s trial evidence about this event on 7 August was crucial 
to the prosecution case that Hanratty hid the gun (wrapped in a 
hanky) and five boxes of ammunition under the back seat of the 
S6A bus. 


extract from ‘Hanratty’s Last Summer’ by Julie S Lambert 


Soho: In the Summer of 1961 Hanratty was a regular 
visitor to Solomon’s Gym in Gt Windmill Street [left] and 
the Rehearsal Club in Archer Street [right] 





venue of the Rehearsal Clulg 


Soho 





The Story continued: 


James Hanratty must have heard through the Rehearsal Club 

in Soho that he was wanted by police for questioning about 

the A6 murder. He rang his friend:Charles ‘Dixie’ France in 

a panic: “Dixie, Dixie ,I am wanted for the A6 murder!” He didn’t 
know the police were already in the flat trying to trace the call. 
France tried to calm him and urged him to go to Scotland Yard. 
France’s brother-in-law tried to keep him talking but Hanratty 
rang off and disappeared .Where he went to is not known , but 

the next day he bought all the newspapers. In the Daily Sketch 

and Daily Express he read that Louise Anderson, a friend who ran 
an Antiques shop in Greek Street ,Soho had been talking to the press 
about him. Now aware the police were closing in on him, he rang 
Scotland Yard the next day October 6th to protest his innocence. 
He spoke to Detective Chief Superintendent Acott and told him he 
had nothing to do with the A6 murder.He told him he couldn’t give 
himself up because he was wanted for burglary and that he would 
get five years if he got caught again because he had just come out 
after doing three years. 

He emphatically denied he had anything to do with the A6 murder. 

That evening he went to see South Pacific at the Dominion in 

Tottenham Court Road.At four minutes past eleven he rang Acott again. 
He told Acott he was worried and didn’t know what to do. 


Hanratty then suggested the police go to Louise Anderson’s flat as he 
had left his luggage with her and they could check it over.He gave 
Acott her phone number and address at 23 Cambridge Court, 

Sussex Gardens and rang off. 

The police lost no time :They arrived at her flat at 2.30 in the morning 

and collected Hanratty’s two suitcases. 
Hanratty decided to leave London and head for Liverpool . 

He stole a Jaguar from Portland Place, near Oxford Circus, drove 

it to Manchester and then he took the train to Liverpool. On October 

7th at 5.30 pm he rang Acott from a public call box in the Exchange 

district of Liverpool. Certain details of the content of their 

conversation were a matter of dispute between Hanratty and Acott. 

What follows was agreed as a true record by both of them. 

Hanratty told Acott that he had gone to Liverpool to see some 

‘contacts’ but that they couldn’t help him. 





He told Acott: “I asked them to say I couldn’t have committed your 
murder, but they wouldn’t listen and wouldn’t let me stay with them , 
as they said I’d bring the police down on them. You can’t blame them 
because they are fences--you know what I mean--they receive [stolen] 
jewellery. I don’t know what to do.I want you to help me, but you'll 


only charge me and get me at least five.” 
Acott pressed Hanratty to give him the names and addresses of his 


contacts in Liverpool. “ 

“No that won’t do.They couldn’t get mixed up with the police and they 
don’t want to know anything about me or this murder.He said 

he had offered them money but they wouldn’t listen. “They say I 
embarrass them and they kicked me out today and told me not to come 
back again.” “How did you know these men,” asked Acott . “I was in 
detention in Liverpool with one of-them and I’ve been selling them 
gear from the screwings .” 


Hanratty ,at the age of 24 in 1961 , was 5ft 8 ins tall, slim, with a 
bright , clear complexion, auburn hair and wide blue eyes -He hada 
courtly sweetness according to several of the girls he dated.He was 
‘gentle and shy and blushed easily’, according to 22 year old Mary 
Meaden his girl friend at the time who testified in court.Long after 
his conviction Mary spoke fondly of him and of his ‘gentleness and 


his impéccable behaviour’ towards her. 


James Hanratty in 1961 


Mary Meaden in 1961 
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‘Hanratty himself was a likeable, articulate 
character, a Cockney sparrow, quite up to the mark 
on repartee whilst maintaining a reasonable 
demeanour before the court.He did not do that 


badly on the alibi 


‘He was so quiet and polite---he was naive, 
you know, and people here would take 


liberties with him‘ 
Mrs Roberts -the owner of The Rehearsal Club, Soho. 


Sunday Times 18 December 1966. 











Michael Sherrard QC [Hanratty’s trial barrister]: 


It is often said that Hanratty changed his alibi from Liverpool 
to Rhyl and thats really not quite right. The substance of the alibi 
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ime Street Station and St George’s Place in 1964 just after 
eynold’s Billiard Hall had been demolished. [ ‘The Streets of 


LIVERPOOL’ by Colin Wilkinson ,The Bluecoat Press ]. 





en 





From the Vienna to Rhyl by James Moore 


London : 9.00 am Tuesday August 22nd 1961. The day the A6 
Crime began . 


It was warm and sunny in Maida Vale, London, as James Hanratty left 
the Vienna Hotel on Sutherland Avenue after one night's unplanned stay 
there. His original plan had been to travel to Liverpool the night before 
in order to try and sell some expensive jewellery including a gold watch 
and a solitaire diamond ring worth around &350 , but he had got delayed 
the previous night in his favourite haunt , the Rehearsal Club in Soho, 
chatting with his friend Anne Pryce and when he left it had become too 
late to travel to Liverpool.Instead he went to book a room at the 
Broadway House Hotel in Dorset Square. Being fully booked, the hotel 
owner advised him of a vacancy at another of his hotels, the Vienna Hotel 
in Sutherland Avenue. Hanratty hailed a nearby cab and arrived at the 
Vienna a short time before midnight. 

As it was such a beautiful day James decided he would walk to the 
station arriving initially, by mistake , at Paddington at about 9.20 am. 
He soon realised this was not the right station for Liverpool so he 
hailed a taxi to Euston Station about three and a half miles away. This 
would have taken him no more than 20 minutes. Hanratty himself tried 
to explain the reason for his mistake...."I do not know why I made this 
mistake [Paddington Station]. Perhaps I was excited by the jewellery 
and the deal I was going to do.” It seems reasonable to suppose that he 
arrived at Euston shortly after 9.50 a.m. According to Paul Foot's 
meticulous research and investigation into the A6 murder, the trains to 
Liverpool that morning departed at 10.20, 10.35 and 12.15, arriving 
respectively at 2.22 pm, 3.25 pm and 4.45 pm. 

Quite understandably, and quite characteristically, James Hanratty was 
unsure about the time he boarded the Liverpool bound train. In his 
original statements to his defence team he had thought it was either 
10.55 a.m or 11.55 a.m. He was, as usual, guessing at the time. He was 
not a clock watcher as time was relatively unimportant to him given his 
lifestyle as a burglar/ car thief . When he arrived at Euston Hanratty 
bought a ticket, some magazines and waited in the buffet where he had 
two cups of tea, before the next train left for Liverpool. It seems quite 
logical to deduce from all this that Hanratty caught either the 10.20 am 
train or the 10.55 am train. It seems absurd to believe that a person like 
James Hanratty would stand around for almost three hours waiting for 
the 12.15 pm train to leave. In his original statement he said he thought 
he arrived at Lime Street Station around 3.30 pm. 































Alchis point it is very significant to note what Michael Da Costa had to say. 
On February 18th 1962, the day after the trial ended, photographs of James 
Hanratty were published in the national newspapers for the very first time. 
That morning Da Costa, a young actor in his twenties, was reading his 
Sunday papers at the Turkish baths in Russell Square, Camden, London 
when he suddenly shouted out to everyone that he had seen James 
Hanratty's face somewhere before. At first he couldn't recall where or when 
he had seen this face. However, a newspaper article he read a couple of days 
later jogged his memory. This article mentioned Hanratty's claim to have 
travelled on August 22nd 1961 on a Euston to Liverpool train. Upon reading 
this article he decided to check his diary entry for Tuesday August 22nd 
1961. On that particular morning he had travelled from Euston Station to 
Northampton to pay a visit his mum. It dawned on him that he had seen a 
man looking just like James Hanratty at Euston Station that same morning. 
Being a good citizen, he contacted the defence team straight away, on 
February 20th, and made the following statement to Mr Michael Oliver [ of 
Smellie and Co, a firm of inquiry agents engaged by the defence after the trial 
to follow up information which had come to their attention ].... 





"I clearly remembered that I had seen Hanratty on Euston 
Station on that date [August 22nd] either at the paper stall or 
in the refreshment buffet off the main hall, I distinctly 
remember him, as, being an actor myself, I noticed his hair 
looked dyed and I thought it was a wig. Also, at the time I was 
in a part that portrayed just whok this man looked Like, and 


because of this I took particular note of him." 












This very much has the ring of truth about it because actors are trained to 
be observant of other people in order to pick up traits, mannerisms etc., 
which may help them prepare for any future parts they may play. Bob 
Woffinden's impressive1997 book stated that Da Costa travelled on the 
same train as Hanratty but not in the same compartment. 

Michael Da Costa made a second statement to the defence on Monday, 
February 26th 1962. This statement went into greater detail and 
contained a number of points about the man's clothing which did not 
match what Hanratty wore that day. He said the man's jacket was single- 
breasted, whereas Hanratty's Hepworth's suit was double-breasted. 
However this later statement emphasised his uncertainty regarding 
detail. Da Costa added that "I know I know his face...... I'm worried about 
going to court. I remember faces but not details." This statement also 
made it clear that Da Costa was far from being a publicity seeker. 


extract: ‘From the Vienna to Rhyl’ by James Moore 
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A pwedtahan’ in = Soa” Road 
_ Liverpool. Mrs Dinwoodie is serving 
* and her granddaughter is helping. 


When he arrived at Lime Street that afternoon ,he put his 
case containing the jewellery in the station’s left luggage 
office.He remembered the attendant who took it had a ‘turned’ 
or ‘withered’ hand. 
The first person Hanratty wanted to see was a man named 
Aspinall who he had met in prison.He couldn’t remember whether 
the road he lived in was Carleton or Tarleton Road.Once outside 
the station he began to ask and was directed up to Scotland Road, 
He took a bus and got off after a few stops.He again asked 
people if they could help him but none could so he crossed the 
road to a corner sweetshop. Mrs Dinwoodie was serving and her 
granddaughter Barbara aged 13 was helping.Mrs Dinwoodie 
couldn’t help him either and told him to get the bus back to the 
city centre,going with him to the door of the shop to make sure 
he knew where to get the bus as Scotland Road at that point 
branches off into Stanley Road where there are more bus stops. 


-It would appear Mrs Dinwoodie may have thought he meant 
Tarleton Street in the town centre. 
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circa 1961 St Oatide’s 2 Vinee » where 
Robert Kempt ,on Summer evenings ,stood on the step, next to the Empress 
Chinese Restaurant .The step led to the upstairs billiard room. 

photo by permission of Colin Wilkinson. 


Hanratty decided to walk the short distance back to the city centre. 
He asked a few more people -whether they knew of the road. He decided 
to abandon his search for Aspinall’s place and went for a cup of tea 
and a meal in Lyons near Lime Street station. Wandering along Lime 
Street he decided to cross the road to St George’s Place where he 
noticed a man standing on the step of Reynold’s Billiard Hall 

which was situated on the second floor above the Empress 

Chinese Restaurant. 

Deciding to chance his luck Hanratty took the gold wrist watch from 
his pocket and asked the man if he would be interested in buying a 
gold watch.He said No and Hanratty made to go upstairs to the 

Billiard Hall.But the man barred him saying they were licensed 

premises.’ What difference does that make? asked Hanratty. 

The man replied that it made a lot of difference. ‘I don’t want you to 
go upstairs with it.’ 





At the trial, Mrs Dinwoodie’s evidence was treated as having 
great importance. 


Monday 21st and Tuesday 22nd August were the only 
days in the entire Summer that she had worked in her friend’s 
sweetshop in Scotland Road. 
Mrs Dinwoodie was initially shown a single photograph of 
James Hanratty by DC Pugh ,acting for the prosecution .She 
was then asked if it was the same man who called at the shop 
and she replied without hesitation that it was.At a later date 
she was shown a series of photographs, among which was 
a different photo of Hanratty and she again picked him out without 
hesitation.This latter was the correct procedure for a witness’s 
identification by photograph and should have taken place from 
the beginning. 
When she was first asked which day she saw him Mrs Dinwoodie 
said she could not remember .Then she was asked whether a young 


girl was with her and she said Yes, that her granddaughter, Barbara 
had helped all day on the Monday: 


! would not have been able to say whether | saw Hanratty on 


the Monday or the Tuesday except that he said there was a girl 
with me. 


But, Barbara had been in the shop on the Tuesday too and at the 
crucial time ,the late afternoon ,when she had returned from a 
shopping trip with her friend Linda.Further investigation by the 

defence revealed that Barbara then aged 15, recalled a young man 
coming into the sweetshop on the Tuesday and asking for directions 

to a road.She identified this man as Hanratty from a profile 
photograph of him that was shown her from among other photographs. 
It turned out that not only was she in the sweetshop at the crucial time 
but her friend Linda Walton was with her and was able to corroborate 
that it was the late afternoon. 

They had called in the shop on their way home from their shopping 


trip in the city centre. Barbara thought they returned at 4.45 pm, 
Linda thought it was just after 4pm. 


During the period they were there ,Barbara did go behind the 
counter from time to time to serve children with sweets and 


lolly- ices,Mrs Dinwoodie having been busy serving the adults 


the Liverpool Echo that had not long been delivered and 
cigarettes. 





Both Mrs Dinwoodie and Barbara said they had difficulty 
understanding the man’s accent which they thought was Scots 

or Welsh. Several witnesses living in both Liverpool and Rhyl 
remembered his speech as sounding possibly Irish .William Nudds 
the prosecution witness ,remembered speaking with him at the 
Vienna Hotel , London .He thought his accent was ‘possibly Irish’; 
Trevor Dutton a late witness from Wales whose evidence was never 
heard by the jury or produced at the appeal remembered his accent 
as being ‘difficult to place’: 


lt was more like a dialect, and was possibly 
Irish or Cockney or a mixture of the two. 


So bothered were the prosecution by the evidence from 

Mrs Dinwoodie in particular that at one point they even made 
the improbable suggestion that Hanratty might have taken a 
plane to the South to get to Buckinghamshire in time to do the 
crime which took place at 9pm and therefore left him insufficient 
time to get back by train which took at least four hours.Acott was 


If the defendant went to Liverpool on 22 August and had 
that conversation with Mrs Dinwoodie at some time a little after 
4.30, do you say that its possible that he returned South and was 
in Slough by 9.00 or 9.30?’ 


*1 still think its possible. 


The defence also found Mr Kempt who owned a billiard 
hall in St George’s Place across from Lyons in Lime Street 
where Hanratty had eaten. 
Kempt remembered the man and the incident but could 
not be sure of the exact date but he knew it had to have been 
before 26th August as that was when he went on holiday. 
Kempt told defence agents: 
‘I am the managing licensee of Reynold’s Billiard Hall.It is my 
custom during the summer evenings when the hall is quiet to 
stand at the entrance to have a breath of fresh air.That is any time 
between 6.00 and 7.30 pm.One evening when I was standing at the 
door a young fellow in his early twenties came to mé and said, 
‘Will you buy a watch?’ I replied ‘No.’ He said, ‘It’s mine, I want 
some cash to go to the dogs.’ I still refused and he went to go 
up the stairs. I told him not to go in there to sell that watch, ‘It’s 
not a sale- room, it’s licensed premises,’ He said,‘I’m only going to 
the toilet,’ and went up and was down again in two minutes and 
he went away.I have no idea of the day,date or month, except that 
it was evening time.He was small and young and I might know him 
again. [Bob Woffinden, ‘Hanratty:The Final Verdict.’ 





Hanratty described the man who had taken his case at Lime 
Street station as having a ‘turned’ or ‘withered’ hand. A man who 
worked as a luggage attendant named Peter Usher did have a damaged 
hand which looked ‘turned’ due to the middle finger being amputated. 
He remembered taking a case that particular day from a man who 
looked like Hanratty.He remembered having a slight altercation with 
the man about whether he needed to put his name on the ticket.He 
recalled saying to him: 


‘He wanted the name ‘Ratty’ initial N or J. put on’ 


‘What's the difference you have the number 
of the ticket.’ 


A senior police man had ‘overheard’ Hanratty talking to his solicitor 
about this and passed it on as a ‘withered arm.’ The police then found a 
man working as a toilet attendant named Peter Stringer who sometimes 
helped out with the left luggage but usually after 8.30 pm.Peter Stringer 


had an artificial arm.He could remember nothing of Hanratty. He was 
called by the prosecution to give evidence at the trial. 

Peter Usher was interviewed by journalist Paul Foot in 1970. Usher 
said he was shown a photograph by the police and was certain the man 
he picked out was Hanratty. The defence did not bring Usher to the trial 
because ofthe issue over timings. 
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Kempt had also made a statement to the police who had interviewed 
him several weeks before the defence did. 

Up to about Gpm on the evening of Tuesday 22nd August ,there 
was powerful evidence that Hanratty had been in Liverpool as he 
said. However in his interviews after his arrest , Hanratty stuck 

intransigently to his claim that he was in Liverpool at the time of 

the murder and that he had spent the night with three men whose 
names he would not supply.All efforts by the police to verify his 
Liverpool alibi after 6pm on 22 August 1961 failed.Hanratty’s bluster 
and prevarication about where he actually stayed that night only 
served to confirm his guilt in the eyes of the police. 





6pm Tuesday 22 August 1961 


When he could not find the people he was looking for he gave 
up hope of finding Tarleton or Carleton Road . 
His mind still concentrated on selling his jewellery ,he 
decided to try to find the friend he had made in Rhyl the previous 
month who he knew as ‘John’. 


Hanratty had met ‘John’ whose real name was Terry Evans , 

the previous month in Rhyl .He drove a black taxi and also worked in 
the fairground.They had got on like a house on fire and ‘John’ had 
even decked him out with a new pair of shoes[Terry said he had 

only ‘lent’ him them]. Hehadeven gothimajobin Rhyl fairground- 
-and he had put him up in his council house overnight where they 
talked into the small hours of the morning , during which the subject 
of ‘stolen goods’ came up. 

‘John’ [Terry Evans] said he knew people in Rhyl who might buy his 
stuff from him and give him a good price for it. 

Hanratty now decided he had nothing to lose but re-connect with 

this new contact in Rhyl only an hour or two bus ride away from 
Liverpool. It is likely the double decker Crosville bus would have been 


waiting to leave for Rhyl and would have been parked directly in front 
of him as he left the billiard hall in St George’s Place and crossed over 
to Lime Street. In 1961 the bus stop for Rhyl was in a side street 
alongside Lime Street station and could be seen as you crossed Lime 
Street from St George’s Place.So Hanratty hopped on the bus which 
was about to leave for Rhyl. 
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m 22 Aug 1961 Rhyl- oe | 
Hanratty asks Mrs Jones if she can Mrs Grace Jones of 
put him up. Ingledene,Kinmel St Rhyl 


Hanratty remembered the 
house had no front garden 
and was entered directly 
from the road and that it 
had a green bath in the 
attic. This was correct and 
the bath was green both 
inside and out and was not 
boxed in in 1961. 





Terry Evans who Hanratty 
knew as ‘John.’ 


Ingledene in 2011. 
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When he arrived in Rhyl at 8.20 pm it was getting dark . 
After some difficulty he found a boarding house near the station. 
He remembered that the house had a green bath ,which 
was unusual and that it was in the attic. He described the boarding 
house and the landlady clearly and remembered the house was 
terraced with no front garden and that it cost twenty five shillings 
for him to stay the two nights. 
A landlady took the money. He did not sign a register. 

Hanratty spent the next day,the 25rd August ,the day following 
the murder, looking for ‘John.’He couldn’t remember how to find 
John’s council house as his road was way over the other side of the 
railway bridge and formed a confusing circular route within a council 
estate. 

He again went to the fairground though he was bothered about 
being seen there after walking out from the job he had been 

given there the previous month. As luck would have it Terry Evans 
[‘John’] had not parked his old black cab outside the fairground 
that week as was his habit ,so Hanratty ended up being unable to 
find ‘John’ anywhere. 

He spent the rest of the Wednesday having a shave at the barbers 
wandering round Woolworths and going to the amusement arcades 
on the front.In the evening he went back to the fairground when it 
was getting dark.He was still unable to find ‘John’.Finally he had 
a cup of coffee in Dixie’s a cafe near the fairground where he asked 
about ‘John’ before going back to the boarding house.The next day 
he caught the bus back to Liverpool. 
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August 22nd 1961, South Kinmel Street 












Margaret 
Walker 
pointing to Ivy 
Vincent 














Ivy Vincent lived 
at number 

23 South Kinmel 
Street 
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Margaret Walker was standing at the gate of her house with her alsation 
dog. She remembered the young man asking her about bed and 
breakfast.It was late August.He told her he was looking for a job in Rhyl 
and that he did not mind sleeping on a settee or anywhere. Mrs Walker 
remembered him patting the dog and asking whether he would bite.She 
could not put him up but suggested he try Mrs Vincent’s across the 
road.Ivy Vincent was also standing at her gate at number 23. 








Mrs Walker remembered that as he walked away from her his hair 
was dark but there was something not quite natural about it, as 
though it was streaky or tacky. The sun”s rays from the bay pervade 
parts of Rhyl after sunset and it would still have been fairly 
light .Margaret Walker’s observation of his streaky coloured hair 
matches the trial testimony of Carol France who had dyed his hair 
black during the first week of August but who noticed on his return to 
London on 25th August that the colour had begun to fade.She 
therefore re -dyed it for him a few days later. 

Six months later, on February 8th 1962,Mrs Walker learnt about 
the young man on trial in Bedford,coming to Rhyl and looking for 
accommodation.She went to the police to make a statement.This was 
against the wishes of her husband. At that point the trial was still in 
progress. 

Mrs Walker was unable to give an exact time from six months 
previously.She later told Hanratty''s solicitor,Mr Gillbanks, that she 
thought it was at about 7.30 pm but this can not be correct since she 
stated that the street lights had come on. She must have seen the man 
later when the street lights came on in Rhyl around 8.45 -9pm. 

Margaret Walker’s original statement sent to Scotland Yard has 
never been released.The jury at the trial were therefore never able to 
hear her testimony. 





South Kinmel St. Rhyl.Mrs Walker’s 
house is just past the street lamp-put up 
in the mid 1950‘s.It is parallel to 
KInmel Street.This photo was taken by 
James Moore on 22nd August 2011 at 
8.42 pm-just before lighting up time. 


if 


— 


narrow entrance to South Kinmel 
St from Kinmel St.Ingledene can’t 
be seen but is just to the left of the 
picture 








19 February 1962 
Statement by Mrs Margaret Walker 


! am a married woman and reside with my husband and 
family at 12 South Kinmel Street,Rhyl. The third week in 
August last,on the Tuesday evening about half past seven, 
| was standing at my front gate when a young man came up 
the street.He asked me if | could put him up for a couple of 
nights for Bed and Breakfast.! told him | could not and sent 
him over to No. 23 to see if he could be put up there. 

The man was about 24/27 years,neatiy dressed in a dark suit, 
his hair was dark and brushed back, but there was something 
not quite natural about it,as though it was streaky or tacky.! 
have seen photographs of James Hanratty in the weekend 
papers and they are very much like the young man,but I don’t 
want to commit myself. 

The photographs you have shown me are very like the man 


who called here,but the hair was dark.Mind | couldn’t swear it 
was him. 


It was definitely the Tuesday before 25th August because | 
had some personal news of something that was to happen on 
the Friday.It did happen,and | don’t want to say what it was. 
[signed] MARGARET WALKER 


19th February 1961 
Statement by Mrs Ivy Vincent: 


| remember about the third week in August Mrs Walker 

was talking to a young man at her gate.He went from her 

to another door then he came to me.He asked if | had any 
vacancies , and | said,No, | was sorry .He wanted bed and 
breakfast for two nights.| told him to go further up and if he 
was not successful to try the houses in KInmel Street at 
the back of me.! have seen the pictures of James Hanratty 
in the Sunday Pictorial and | seem to recognise his face. 


No.23 South Kinmel Street,Rhy! 





Other Rhyl Witnesses: 


Others came forward after the trial who had seen Hanratty’s 
photo in the paper and believed they remembered seeing him 
the previous Summer. Charlie Jones was a newspaper seller at 
Rhyl bus station and he approached Terry Evans to say he 
remembered a young man looking for a fairground worker 
with a taxi, the previous Summer.Ernie Gorden ,who ran 
Dixie’s cafe where Terry and Hanratty had eaten meals the 
previous July,had, according to Terry, also told him: 
‘that fellow was looking for you last Summer’ 
though he like others did not want to get involved or say more . 
There were more whose descriptions were either too vague to 
be of help or who did not want to get themselves involved 
in a murder trial.According to Frank Evans, the inquiry 
agent acting for the defence , he found a Mr Fish who had 
already given a statement to police about having been asked 
directions by a man of similar appearance to Hanratty 
at the corner of River Street and Aquarium Street. 
Living in River Street were also an elderly lady 
and her son .The lady remembered a young man who, in 
her opinion, ‘definitely’ bore a strong resemblance 
to Hanratty. She remembered him knocking on their door 
asking whether they had a vacancy. The son had refused to 
let his mother to get involved in giving further evidence. 
Evans said he had met three girls who remembered Hanratty being 
friendly in a cafe with them. They spoke well of him, Evans said. 


River Street near the fairground area in Rhyl. 
There are still lots of Bed and Breakfast signs in the windows. 





Mr Trevor Dutton, lived in Kinmel Bay some three miles 
further along the coast from Rhyl 
On Wednesday 23rd August 1961 he had go to Rhyl to deposit 
money in Barclay”s Bank which he did twice yearly,combining it 
with a visit to the barber’s.As he left the bank, a young man 
wearing a dark jacket or coat with a light grey stripe ,stepped out of 
a shop doorway and offered to sell him a gold watch. 


On 8th February 1962 , Mr Dutton heard about reports that 
James Hanratty,on trial for his life for the A6 murder, had claimed 
that he had tried to sella gold watch outside a billiard hall in 


Liverpool on Tuesday 22nd August 1961, before taking the coach 
to Rhyl later that evening. 
Mr Dutton was in Rhyl when he heard about these reports . 
That night at home he wondered if James Hanratty was the same 
man who had tried to sell him a gold wrist watch in Rhyl High 
Street that Summer.He found his bank statements and saw that the 
day he had deposited the money in Barclay’s Bank in Rhyl was 


August 25rd 1961. He phoned Abergele police and later made the 
following statement at Abergele Police Station: 





Trevor Dutton’s Statement 


at Abegele Police station 


9 February 1962: 


‘| thought | had better get in touch with the police 
egarding the fact that the man James Hanratty 
says that he stayed in Rhyl in August last year.’ 
‘What brought everything back to mind was when 
one of my customers read part of a newspaper 
report to me and mentioned that Hanratty 
claimed he had tried to sell a watch in Rhyl! 
ecalled on my return home that a man had 
offered to sell me a gold watch in Rhyl one day in 
the Summer.! pondered over this because | could 
not remember exactly when it was./ then 
Suddenly realised | had been to the bank- 
Barclay’s Bank,High Street,Rhyl-one day in 
August,and this was the only time in August | 
ad visited the bank. This morning | checked up 
ith my in book,and this visit was made on 23rd 


August 1967.’ 








‘1 usually park my car by the Old Post Office and 
when | was offered this watch | was walking 
somewhere between Burton’s shop and the old 
Post Office. This man stepped forward and asked 
| \ if | wanted to buy a gold watch.He had a wrist 
atch in his hand and | just glanced at it and told 
im | was not interested. 
| am afraid | cannot describe this 
man.However,! can say he was not an old 
man,but was probably in the twenty five to thirty 
ive year age group,but seemed to look a little 
older than he probably actually was. This man 
ad an accent which | cannot really place.!t was 
more like a dialect,and was possibly Irish or 
ockney or a mixture of the two. 
‘Although | have not been able to describe this 
an,/ think | would be able to say either that | had 
never seen him before or that he was the man 
who offered me the watch’ 
Dutton heard nothing more until the A6 
furder Committee tracked him down six 
years later. 


Mr Trevor Dutton 
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Tuesday 22nd 
August 1961 
Christopher Larman 


Mr Christopher Larman was about to 
leave Rhyl to move south. He had taken 
money from his Post Office Savings 
account and used some of it to buy 
farewell drinks for his friends.He kept 
the account book for years in case it was 
needed to provide supporting 
documentary evidence.His effort to 
remember the exact “time” it took place, 
six months after the event, was at about 
7.30 after he had finished his saying his 
goodbyes.If the man he saw was 
Hanratty, then it must have been nearer 
8.30 after the Liverpool coach had 
arrived in Rhyl which was at 8.17 pm. 


Statement by Mr Christopher Larman; Staines police 
station 12 February 1962 


“As I left the Whynstay Hotel at approximately quarter past 
seven,a man asked me if I knew a place where I could get bed- 


and-breakfast.He 


was aged twenty eight to thirty,about one 


inch taller than me,which makes him 5 feet 6 inches.He was of 
medium build,clean shaven,there was nothing unusual about his 
complexion.He was not wearing a hat and I noticed his hair was 


black,but as he walked away from me with the sun shining on 
it,his hair had a bronze effect in parts of it. 


I had met Mrs Jones,and directed this man to her boarding 
house by pointing out to him the Windsor Hotel which is painted 
black and white.I told him Mrs Jones”’s place was right 
opposite. The man walked off in that direction and that was the 
last i saw of him.He was not carrying a bag of any kind. 

The other day I saw a photograph of a woman in the newspapers 
which I recognised as Mrs Jones. Up to that time I had not been 


interested in the A6 murder case,but seeing the picture started 
to read it.The incident of the man asking me for bed -and- 


breakfast came back into my mind and I decided to tell the 


police about it”. 








ne hump back bridge Haratty The picture house next to the hump 
remembered at the end of Kinmel back bridge at the end of Kinmel 


Street, Rhyl 


~~ 


oe RS 
modfor Street /Kinmel Street close 
Whynstay Hotel 


The tiny narrow South Kinmel St from Rhyl 
Railway station.The fall houses backing onto it are 
in KInmel Street wiiere Ingledene is situated and 
where Mrs Betty/Davies lived next door. 











Statement by Mrs Betty Davies given to Paul Foot, 
26 May 1968: 


[made in response to an appeal for witnesses to come forward 
by Mr and Mrs Hanratty May 1968] 


In the summer of 1961,! was living at 21 Kinmel 
Sreet,Rhyl.During the season we took guests in for Bed and 
breakfast.On July 20,1 gave birth to a baby girl in Chatsworth 
House,Prestatyn. The baby was ill,and stayed in Chatsworth 
House,when | returned on Friday July 28th. This was the busy 
part of the season and the house was full.of guests. 

My baby died on July 31st and was buried on August 3rd. The 
house remained full for some time afterwards,but towards the 
end of August,as the end of the season approached,the guests 
began to leave. 

One evening late in August-l cannot remember the exact 
date-! was alone in the house with my small daughter and it was 
getting dark. The bell rang and | answered the door.A young 
man was standing on the pavement outside.I"d say he was in 
his twenties.He had dark hair and was softly spoken. 

He asked if | could take him in for bed and breakfast.! did not 
like the look of him,especially as he had no luggage.! said we 
couldn”t take him in,and suggested he tried further down the 
street.| went through the house into my mother’s house which 
backed onto mine.| told her that a young man had come to the 


door and that | didn’t take him in.When my husband returned 
afterwards | told him the same . 


Some months later,a man came to the door and said he was 
acting on behalf of a firm of solicitors in London. 

He asked if there was a green bath in the attic.We said we 
hadn’t and he went away.About the same time a uniformed 
policeman called to show me an outline sketch of the man,and 
asked if | recognised it.! said | couldn’t,and he went away. 

| have read and talked about the Hanratty case since, and | 
believe that the man who called at my house in late August, 
1961,could have been James Hanratty.! am therefore making 


this statement in response to an appeal from Mr and Mrs 
Hanratty 
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" It is clear that she was visited by the same 
young man who visited Mrs Walker and Mrs 
Vincent.T i 
July 25th r vi 
H I 


28th.” [Paul Foot-‘Who killed Hanratty?’] 


Mrs Betty Davies”s statement was fully endorsed by Mr 
Noel Davies,her husband, in his statement of 26 May 1968 by 
which time they were both living at 19 South Kinmel Street, 
and by Mrs Margaret Davies 61,her mother-in-law, in her 
statement of May 1968 living at 277 South Kinmel Street. 

“... Mrs Walker remembers the date exactly because of a 
family matter which was settled on August 25th.On the day 
she visited my house ,and we were interrupted by my 
daughter-in-law,she was talking to me about the same family 
matter,which was to be settled that week.” 

All these statements are closely linked to the statements of 
Mrs Walker,Mrs Vincent and Mrs Jones.Clearly any 
reasonable member of the jury would find it difficult to 
dismiss them out of hand. 





Mrs Betty Davies. 

In the Summer of 1961 ey ’ 
she lived at 21 Kinmel 
Street,shown here. 








There was a dispute between Hanratty and Acott about when 
Hanratty first mentioned the Liverpool alibi.Hanratty phoned Acott 
on the morning and late evening of Friday,October 6th 
from phone boxes in Soho.Hanratty claimed he had told Acott in the 

very first phone call that he had spent the night of Tuesday 22 August 
in Liverpool in a flat with three men , and that in the second phone call he 
told Acott that he would go to Liverpool to see if his friends would 
stand alibi for him.Acott on the other hand claimed that no mention 

was made of any Liverpool alibi before Hanratty had 
phoned from Liverpool on October 7th.Paul Foot in his book , 

‘Who Killed Hanratty?’ draws attention to an important piece of evidence 
which substantiated Hanratty’s version. 

In that very first phone call of October 6th, Hanratty told Acott he 
would be phoning a daily newspaper and he did so almost as soon as he 
put the phone down.He telephoned the Daily Mirror.He spoke to 

Barry Harding,then the assistant news editor. 

6 October 1961: EXTRACT from the TELEPHONE CONVERSATION 
between Hanratty and Barry Harding: 

HANRATTY.I can prove I was in London on the Monday and / went 


to Liverpool on the Tuesday morning.The murder was on a Tuesday 
wasn’t it? 
HARDING.Have you people to give you an alibi? 
HANRATTY.Yes.I was doing business with some friends.I can’t involve 
them for various reasons. 
The following day , when Hanratty rang Acott from Liverpool, he 
told Acott that he was in Liverpool with three men who lived in the 
Bull Ring , off Scotland Road.He said he could not tell him their address. 
He said they had all three refused to stand alibi for him and he intended 
to stay on the run. 
After his arrest Hanratty stuck to this same story ,that he had told 

Superintendent Acott during those first telephoné i wellas with his 
counsel. 
When the trial opened , Hanratty’s alibi was backed up by 

independent evidence up until about 6 pm on 22 August by Mrs 
Dinwoody and Robert Kempt. But after the conversation with Kempt , 
on the steps of the billiard hall the story was completely uncorroborated. 
Hanratty had told his solicitor, Mr Kleinman that he had stayed 

with a friend named McNally in a block of flats known as the Bull 

Ring or the Gardens in Scotland Road, or just off it, Skellone Road. 
He described it as having a balcony with a green door.He told 
Kleinman he had gone to the pictures on the 22nd and on Wednesday 
had hung around waiting for McNally to sell his goods. 

On Thursday he had gone to New Brighton fun fair and had also tried 
to get into a boxing title fight. He said that on Thursday evening, 
McNally sold the stuff and Hanratty left the flat . He sent Charles 
France a telegram and took the night train from Liverpool to Euston . 
This had been passed on to Michael Sherrard as his brief. 











At the trial , Mr Swanwick’s opening speech for the prosecution made a big 
deal out of the ‘unsubstantiated’ alibi of the three men in Liverpool.From 
hen on the thought of being cross-questioned about his alibi concerning the 
hree men in Liverpool troubled Hanratty .The alibi had been blurted out to 
Acott during his first telephone calls to Scotland Yard .Hanratty had explained 
hat he didn’t want to fall into the hands of the police because they would 
Arrest him on burglary charges and he would get 6 years.When asked their | 
ames he had desperately tried to think of the people he knew who would 
ring Scotland Yard for him and assure the police he had been nowhere near 
y cornfield in Buckinghamshire on the night of August 22nd. 
Acott had put him on the spot, had asked him for names of these friends 
who would ‘stand alibi’ for him .Hanratty could only think of friends on his 
purglar network who might , with certain inducements, be more 
eliable than a landlady in Rhyl whose name and address he could not even 
remember. But his friends,when he approached them in Liverpool had made 
it clear that they wanted nothing whatever to do with the police , 
ill less to be called to give evidence under oath in a murder case -not even 
br the &250 he had offered! Wishing him well they sent him firmly on his way 


So Hanratty sat down ,a week into his trial, and told his devastated counsel 
hat he had to tell the truth and he told them about Rhyl.No time was lost. 
Terry Evans was found.Mrs Jones was found and eventually no less than 


leven people came forward to say they had seen a young man who looked 
ike Hanratty in Rhyl during the third week of August. 
Hanratty said he left Rhyl by bus on the morning of 24th August and 
returned to Liverpool.He had taken the ferry to New Brighton and tried 
0 get into a boxing match between Howard Winstone and a black boxer 
Aryee Jackson].He sent a telegram to Charles France to let him know he 


would be ‘back for business’ on his return on Friday. 
He caught the overnight train on Thursday night from Lime Street Station. 


The Stadium , Bixteth Street, where son 24th August 1961 
the boxing match took place between Howard Winstone and Aryee 
Jackson.It was sold out which was why Hanratty hadn’t been able 


to get in. 





Lime Street-Lyons Cafe was 


Scotland Road with sweetshop on corner 
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on immediate left 


Skelhorne Street , Rhyl bus left from here. buildi j 





October 11th Arrest in Blackpool: 
Stevonia Cafe 


































Hanratty’s telephone calls to Scotland Yard on October Sth and 6th 
together with his explanation for not coming forward - that he 
would get 6 years for burglary - served only to fuel Superintendent 
Acott’s suspicions. 
Hanratty ,on the other hand was so convinced his complete 
‘innocence’ of the A6 murder would absolve him from any 
connection with it, that he was most unwilling to put himself in 
the hands of the police, only to face another five years in jail on 
housebreaking charges. 
Superintendent Acott had just launched a massive,nationwide 
hunt for his first suspect ,Peter Alphon.So convinced was he that 
they had ‘got their man’ that Acott had even taken the extraordinary 
step of publicly naming him. The evidence against him seemed strong. 
Alphon had first been brought to police attention on August 27 when 
guests at the hotel he was staying in in Finsbury Park ,had alerted 
the manager to a guest who had been turning the volume up on his 
radio ,talking throughout the night,apparently to himself,making 
strange sounds with the furniture and odd, metal ,clanking noises 
and never stirred from his room.The police had taken Alphon in for 
questioning and discovered he had signed in under a false name and 
address .They released him when his mother provided an alibi 
and they had discovered he had been staying at the Vienna Hotel 
on the crucial night of 22/23 August.This was the very first time 
the Vienna Hotel had come to the attention of the police and 
Julianne Galves, the manager, had made her first statement about 
the matter on September 6th.As she was not on duty 22/23 August, 
her statement was a ‘composite’ taken from William Nudds and his 
partner. 


The second time Alphon had been brought to their attention that month 
was when a Swedish housewife, named Meike Dalal ,who had been 
viciously attacked in her home in Barnes on 7th September , had 
identified Peter Alphon as her attacker on 23rd September in a police 
line up.The attack had taken place just a fortnight after the A6 murder . 
The assailant had entered her flat shouting that he was the A6 killer. 
Alphon had next been heavily implicated by William Nudds ina 
second statement to police.Nudds had seen Alphon at the Vienna hotel 
, he said, on the afternoon of 22 August.He had first put him in room 24 
he said, where the used hhoen cases had been found on 11 September. 
He had told Acott that Alpho en out all that night of 22/25 August. 
But however strong the case seemed against Alphon,Acott could not 
proceed unless Valerie Storie identified him. 
On 24th September Valerie Storie attended a line up of men of whom 
Alphon was one .She picked out, as the A6 gunman , a completely innocent 
volunteer ,Michael Clark .The police began to lose interest in Alphon 
at this point and began turning their attention to another Vienna Hotel 
guest of 21st August, the previous night to the night of the murder. 
Alphon was held on remand for another few days before the case 
against him over Mrs Dalalwas dropped.In a curious identification 
parade ,two of Alphon’s colleagues were taken to Brixton prison on 
29 September to ‘identify’ him.They said they remembered him 
picking up a supply of almanacs from their shop in the City of London 
at the exact time of the attack on Mrs Dalal, three weeks earlier. 
The case against him was then dropped. 
In normal circumstances ,because Mrs Dalal had positively identified him 
they should have had enough evidence to charge him. 


Hanratty was in Ireland at the time of that attack being interviewed 
over a car accident, and so was out of the frame. 
On 24th August the murder weapon -a gun and 60 rounds of 
ammunition wrapped in a hanky, had been found under the back 
seat of a S6 bus. 

The police , it appears ,jhad discovered a connection between a 
James Ryan and the Vienna Hotel and between a James 
Ryan and James Hanratty. How they made the connection is unknown. 
There was no evidence in Hanratty’s character or record to suggest 
he would commit a crime of this kind. 
A new nationwide police hunt was launched culminating on October 11 
with Hanratty being found in the Stevonia Cafe in Blackpool.He was 
taken to a police station. 
A long interview then took place the contents of which became 
the subject of much dispute between Acott and Hanratty. 











































The next morning Acott and his entourage accompanied Hanratty 
to Bedford.At 4.15 pm on October 13th 1961,Hanratty stood in an 
identification parade before four witnesses.Mr John Skillett,who 
was driving down Eastern Avenue just after 7am on the day of 
the murder, picked out Hanratty as the man he had seen in a 
Morris Minor,similar to the murder car. Mr Edward Blackhall who 
was sitting next to him and had rolled down the window was sitting 
closer to the driver of the Morris Minor,picked out someone else entirely. 
Mr Hirons the garage attendant who had filled the murder car with petrol, 
picked out someone else.Mr Trower who had been standing in Redbridge 
Lane on the morning after the murder, picked out Hanratty as the driver 
of the Morris which had flashed past him six weeks before. [Neither Skillett 
or Blackhall had attended the identity parade on which Alphon had stood 
three weeks earlier]. 
The Daily Herald of October 14th wrote: 
‘A man will be charged today with the murder of Michael Gregsten.’ 
and yet the suspect still had to be identified by the only witness to the 
crime----Valerie Storie. 
Saturday October 14 : thirteen men, twelve of them from a RAF 
station ,lined up for an identity parade in front of Valerie Storie’s 
bed at Stoke Mandeville Hospital, Aylesbury . 
Hanratty’s hair ,dyed bright ‘orange’ had been reported ‘dyed ginger’ 
in many newspapers ,stood out, said his lawyer Michael Sherrard, 
like a carrot ina bunch of bananas’ 
Each man had to repeat the words, ‘Be quiet, will you.I am thinking.’ 
In a long article about the case in the Sunday Times Colour magazine 
of December 18th, 1966,Peter Laurie and Brian Moynahan stated: 


‘Hanratty was the only man with a Cockney accent on the parade . 


Hanratty,if this was true , became instantly and unfairly identifiable. 
The rules then said nothing to ensure the men all had the same accent. 
After almost twenty minutes Valerie Storie picked out Hanratty. 
Valerie admitted she only had a three second glimpse of the man 
in a car’s headlights.She later told the court in a calm ,clear voice that 
she had no doubt that James Hanratty was the man in the car -but 
only three weeks earlier ,she had been equally calm and equally 
certain about Michael Clark being the gunman [which was impossible] . 
Unfortunately, Clark was never made available at the trial in Bedford, 
so the jury never got see whether or not he resembled Hanratty. 


That night at Bedford,James Hanratty was charged with the A6 murder. 


I am indebted to Colin Wilkinson of the Bluecoat 

Press and Joe Neary for their permission to use photographs of 

St George’s Place ,Liverpool from their collection. 

This series had its genesis in 2009 when I first encountered 

Paul Foot’s, seminal book on the case,‘Who Killed Hanratty?’ 

in Rhyl Library .Its zine or pamphlet format took inspiration 
from the subversively beautiful series of zines, ‘Savage Messiah’ 
by Laura Oldfield Ford which I first came across in Housmans 
Bookshop in Kings Cross. 

I wish to acknowledge Bob Woffinden’s 1997 outstanding book on 
the case, ‘Hanratty, The Final Verdict’; 
also 
Jean Justice, ‘Murder versus Murder’; 
Michael Sherrard and Linda Goldman,‘Wigs and Wherefores’; 
Eaglemoss Publications Ltd 2003;Marshall Cavendish Ltd 1990 
Orbis Publishing Ltd 1984 

All research has been undertaken with James Moore who 

has always given freely and generously of his time.Jdames, 
who lives in Liverpool, has carried out his own extensive 

research of the case ,in both press and other media .It has been 
undertaken over many years.I wish to thank James especially 

for his immense generosity and for making this collaboration 
such an exciting and rewarding experience. 
It is a pleasure also to thank Julie S Lambert whose enthusiasm 
for the project has helped sustain my own, especially in its early days. 
Finally I thank AndyBuddle,my proof reader and editor for all the 
encouragement and support he has provided and continues to provide 
while this project is taking shape. October 2011 
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Part Three will appear in the Winter and will look at 
the trial and the execution. NormaBuddle@gmail.com 
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VNronology Ot events : 


1961 


April 13—mid duly 
JH working with father in their window cleaning business . 


duly 8 Sat 
JH and Michael go to Hepworths ,Burnt Oak.James fitted for 
man’s double breasted blue and black herringbone suit. 
Mary and dames Hanratty Sr go on holiday 
duly 13 [Thur] 
JH abandons the window cleaning and disappears. 
family not to see him again as a free man. 


mid July 
JH in London.meets up again with Charles France.Stays at his flat 
in Boundary Road. Sleeps on sofa. Carol, 16 year old daughter of 
Charles France ,dyes his hair black .Told her he was tired 
of being ‘ginger-’ real reason he said later was to look less 
conspicuous on his burglaries]. Gave Carol £2. 


duly 21 [Friday] 
JH disappears from London and heads North with pal 
in stolen car. Sold its spare tyre in Birmingham for £3 to 
buy petrol.Reaches Shrewsbury where car has flat tyre. 
Policeman comes over and asks for Driving Licence. 
JH runs off . Hitches lift to Cardiff. Visits labour Exchange 
there and obtains fresh National Insurance card . Stays night. 


duly 25 [[Tues] 
JH hitches lift to Liverpool.Arrives in outskirts of city.Flat broke.Decides to 


break into house next to tennis court.Steals serviette rings and other 
silver.Jewellers in Liverpool buy items for 28 shillings.JH signed for them 
using his correct name and address. 


Ist visit to Rhyl: 
JH Catches bus to Rixyl .Heads for Rhyl fairground. 
gets a ‘start’ as a temporary worker on dodgem cars working for Arthur Webber 
who remembers Hanratty’s hair being black.Befriended by Terry Evans, a 
fairground worker whe put him up for night and lends him his new shoes as 
Hanratty’s are falling apart. 


July 26th:[Wed] 
JH Leaves Riryl in Terry Evans shoes for Liverpool . Later that evening 
he is mugged by two men.An ambulance is called .His wounds are dressed at hospital 
where he gives his correct name and address. Spent night in a hostel in Liverpool. 


July 27th [Thurs] 
JH takes train back to London from Liverpool. Arrives at the France flat in 


Boundary Road with chocolates and flowers.Stays at flat during week and over 
{1961] bank holiday weekend. Caroli dyes Hanratty’s hair black again. 





August 1961 
bank holiday 


France has been helping Hanratty evaluate the jewellery he has been stealing 
and introduces him to receivers. JH claimed that during July and August 

his burglaries in the Northwood and Stanmore areas, yielded a total of £2,000. 
While waiting for a bus after going to Hendon dog track France and JH 

have a conversation about the back seat of an upstairs double decker bus. 


August 21st [Mon] 


JH in London at France’s mid afternoon .Seen there by Carol France .Dentist’s 


records confirm she was at flatrecovering from a tooth extraction . Charlotte France hands 
Hanratty case full of laundered clothing she has prepared for him to take to Liverpool. 

JH goes to Rehearsal club then dog racing .Returns to Rehearsal club and at around 11 pm 
realizes he has missed last train so hails taxi and heads for a hotel near Euston Station. 
Driver drops him at Broadway Hotel near Baker St but he is sent to Vienna Hotel,Maida Vale 


as Broadway is fully booked .Books in Vienna about 11.50 pm under name of Ryan. 
\ugust 22nd [Tues] -early morning: 


'H in London.Breakfasts at Vienna Hotel .Collects case from basement room and 


saves at about 9am.Walks to Paddington Station -realizes mistake -takes taxi to Euston for 
diverpool. 


ee a Vienna Hotel, Maida Vale 
es to Broadway Hotel and is sent on to Vie _ 
pss i tally booked. Arrives at Vienna and books a room under name of Durrant. 


Expresses dissatisfaction with room he is allocated. 


’ 


pager oa Costa : an actor, notices a man with dyed hair either at the 
per stall or the refreshment buffet at Euston Stati j 
face when his photo is published. ee 


A.M. 


Aug 22nd [Tues]: 
JH arrives at Liverpool Lime St after 2.30 pm .Leaves case with man with damaged 


hand decribed by JH as ‘ a withered or turned hand’. Heads to Scotland Road looking 
for contact’s address.Goes into sweetshop and asks directions to Tarleton or Carlton Road. 
Mrs Dinwoody remembers taking him to door of sweetshop and pointing towards bus stop 
back to central Liverpool where there is a Tarleton Street Her granddaughter Barbara Taylor 
is there between 4 and § pm and later remembers serving lollyices to children .She recognizes 
a profile photo of JH shown her by detective.JH gives up trying to find contact. Has snack in 
Lyons cafe ,Lime St.,then crosses over to Reynold’s Billiard Hall in St George’s Place and 
tries to sell gold watch.Robert Kempt ,manager ,later makes statement confirming sighting 
and time-about 6 pm but not date -remembers it was before he went on holiday on 26 August. 
JH crosses back to the Rhyl Bus Stop, directly opposite where bus is about to leave for Rhyl. 
Collects case from left luggage and hops on bus.Arrives in Rhyl at 8.17 pm.Unable to locate 
‘John’/Terry Evans.Searches for B&B and finds one near Railway St. run by Mrs Jones. 
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A WITNESS FOR THE DEFENCE : 
Barbara Ford were confident it was of the man they saw in the sweet shop on either Monday or 


Liverpool .The young man asks for directions to Tarleton or Carlton Road.It is between 4and 5 
pm.On being shown a photograph of Hanratty ,separately, both Mrs Dinwoodie and 13 year old 


Mrs Dinwoodie and h 
| { uesday, 21st or 22nd August 1961. 


Ml 
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On Wednesday 23rd August ,Hanratty told his lawyer he had spent his time in Rhyl || 
going to the barbers and to Dixie’s cafe near the fairground and looking around 5: 
Woolworths on the sea front which he hadn’t had time to do on his duly visit.He 
also spent time in the amusement arcades still lining the sea front and which act 

as an ‘indoor’ pleasure park.Up until recently they formed a kind of extension te the 
Ocean Beach fairground at the end of the promenade which was demolished in 2010 








uesday August 22nd 9.00-9.30 pm 
A Buckinghamshire Cornfield: michael Gregsten and his 


er, Valerie Storie, have driven into the Dorney Reach Cornfield. They hear a tap on the 
ndow of their car .Gregsten rolls down the window and a man thrusts a gun through ,then 
imbs in the car and makes Gregsten drive round the outer London suburbs at gun point before 
stopping in a lay-by on Deadman’s Hill and shooting Gregsten dead .Valerie Storie is raped ,shot 
nd left for dead. 


Wednesday August 23rd 6.30 ai 


I Sidney Burton,a 69 year old farm worker, finds the couple and hurries for help from John 

pe Kerr an Oxford student who is taking a traffic census nearby .Kerr goes to help and 
takes a verbatim description of the gunman from Valerie Storie. Differences later emerge 
about what was said viz the colour of the man’s hair and a hitch hiker.Kerr hands notes 
to a policeman.His own notes are never returned to him and were apparently ‘lost’.The 
notes eventually returned to him were in somebody else’s handwriting. 


August 23rd | 
Rhyl high street.Trevor Dutton approached by young man trying to sell gold watch. 


during Hanratty trial remembers incident- makes statement to Abergele police.Defence in 
Bedford appear never to have received it. AM 


August 23rd: almost midday 


London: Peter Alphon at Vienna Hotel ;seen by Juliana Galves,manager, 


‘ate morning’ looking dishevelled ,she sees pair of black ladies gloves on 
top of open suitcase on bed; notices Alphon moved over to close suitcase. 


A.M P.M 
August 23rd [Wed] : 
oH. in Rhyl goes to Dixie’s Cafe and asks after ‘John’ [Terry Evans] then to fairground 


.JH doesn’t go in -doesn’t 
where Terry Evans usually parks his old black taxi, Has not done so.dH 

want fairground boss to see him because of quitting his fairground job. Returns to centre and 
goes to barbers. Then walks around Woolworths before going to spend afternoon on 
amusement arcades .In evening returns to Dixie's cafe and visits fairground but no sign of ‘John. 


August 24th Thurs] P.M 


JH in Liverpool; goes to cinema ,tries to get into Boxing match at Liverpool 


stadium,takes Mersey ferry to New Brighton later sends telegram to France,goes 
to Lime St Station left luggage takes overnight train to Euston. Arrives early morning. 


August 24th 
-8.45 pm : London murder weapon and 60 rounds of 


ammunition found under back seat of a 
36A London bus. 











August 25th{Fri] 
JH in London: arrives at France’s flat in Swiss Cottage 


August 26th: [Sat] 
JH a France flat.Carol France dyes Hanratty’s hair black .Later tells Bedford 


Court trial: ‘his hair was fading ,going streaky-it was more than one colour...’ 


August 27th [Sun] 


JH at France’s.H : , 
meee ia atty family told by Police that James is wanted for 


August 27th: 
Peter Sims,manager of Alexandra Court Hotel in Finsbury Park, telephones police to 


report suspicious behaviour of guest,Peter Alphon.Alphon interviewed at Blackstock Road 
police station in connection with A6 murder. 


August 28th:[Mon] 
JH in London at France’s or Louise Anderson’s in Sussex Garden’s Paddington 


August 29th [Tue] 
JH. at Louise Anderson’s in Sussex Gdns Paddington. 


August 29th : 
JH in London,Swiss Cottage :Two identikits issued by police .Both show man’s eyes [ 
as dark Hanratty’s eyes are light blue.Neither identikit resembles Hanratty but when identikits 
are flashed on TV screen in France flat, Charlotte France remarks that they look like Hanratty. 
Both identikits depict men with oval chins and dark eyes .JH has square jaw and light blue eyes. y 


August 30th [Wed] 
JH stays at Louise Anderson's sleeping on two chairs in front room. 


August 31st:[Thurs]} 
JH at Louise Anderson's ,went to dry cleaners in Swiss Cottage.Seen by Janet Gregsten 


entering shop a few yards from William Ewer’s Antiques/Umbrella shop. 















% Sist: 


| Swiss Cottage, London. Extraordinary Event : 


= 


month before James Hanratty became a suspect, Janet Gregster 


e victims wije, suddenly identified James Hanratty as her 
tusbands killer. 


Stie atlegediy toid a Daily Sketch reporter that out of millions of Londoners 


nd jijty miles from the crime scene she had ‘intuitively recognised’ him. 


Paul Foot thoroughly and paintakingly investigated the claim which Mrs Gregsten later denied 
and found it was supported in full detail by the reporters of both the Daily Sketch and Daily Mail. 
\ This event was allowed to be reported only after the trial had ended because of the rules of court. 


: °s Hospital. 
| Valerie Storie moved from Bedford to Guy's pi 


Psept. 1st [Fri] 

‘ «JH at Louise Anderson’s.He later went to Cater’s flower shop, Swiss Cottage where 
he sent his mother, Mrs Hanratty .flowers to her home address using alias of Ryan 

___ police took record of names 


Sept ist: 


Confirmed later by Dorothy Morrell, florist : Hanratty was followed 
to flower shop by William Ewer who informed police. Two plain 


clothes policemen interviewed Mrs Morrell who gave details of 
name and JH’s mother’s address. 


Sept. 2nd:[Sat] 
JH at France’s flat ,later house burgling in Edgeware 
Sept. Srd:(Sun] 


JH at France's, goes to Petticoat Lane,Whitechapel to buy suit/shirts/shoes 
Sept.4th:[Mon] 
license 


JH at France’s ,Swiss Cottage, flies to Dublin, ireland to get a driving 


Sept.Sth:[ Tues] 


JH in Dublin to obtain driving licence.Hires car drives to Limerick 


































SepPt.oEn :| Wed] 
JH in Limerick drives to Tralee / Cork. 


Sept.6th 
London 


Juliana Galves,manager of Vienna Hotel, makes a first statement on behalf of 
Vienna Hotel staff and confirms Aphon’s alibi. 


Sept. 7th: [Th] 
JH in Castlemartyr, Cork.He sends posteards from there,then has 
a slight car accident .Goes to Tipperary/Killarney/Limerick 
Sept 6th /7th: 
Peter Aiphon,London: he is heid for overnight interview by police. 


Sept 7th Richmond, 
Mrs Dalal suffers vicious attack by man calling himself the A6 killer 


Sept.8th: { Fri] 
JHin Dublin,Ireland 


Sept.9th:[Sat] 
JH in Dublin 


Sept. 10th:[Sun] 
JH in Dublin 


Sept.11th:[Mon] 
JH flies to London Air Terminus [Cromwell Rd].At France’s [Midday] 





Sept lith 
London, the Vienna Hotel , William Nudds [later to be prosecution 


witness at Hanratty’s trialjis sacked for theft and two used cartridge cases are found 
from the murder weapon in room 24 by Mr Crocker, over-manager . 
Sept.12th: [Tues] 


JH stays either at France’s or Louise Anderson’s 
Sept. 15th: [Wed] 
Julian Galves makes 2nd Statement to police and confirms to police she did not see 


Peter Alphon at the hotel until nearly noon on 25 August. 


Sept. 14th: [Thur] ; 
at France’s or Louise Anderson’s 


Sept. 18th: [Fri] 
William Nudds makes his first statement. 
Sept. 16th: [Sat] 
JH at France’s .Leaves with Carol France and they go to Battersea 


fun fair.Later have a ‘kiss and cuddle’ which Hanratty says France 
would not have liked. 


J ed ot 


Br | ance to Battersea Fait 
September 16 1961 Hanratty a ; « & 
cee m4 ait 
Carol France,daughter of Charles France 
was a witness for the prosecution and a 
trainee hairdresser .Her trial evidence 
about the effect of the fading dye she 
had used at the beginning of August to 
change Hanratty’s hair from Auburn to 
black strongly corroborates the 
descriptions given of the young man seen 
by the Euston and Rhyl witnesses, da 
Costa,Walker and Larman- on 22 August 
1961.If Hanratty’s hair was especially 
noticeable ,it is strange that no one who 
ever saw the gunman noticed anything 
strange about his hair.The statements of 
the above witnesses were not disclosed to 
the defence in Bedford before the trial 
ended though Walker made her statement on 
8 February 1962 and Larman his first 
statement on 12 February.It is thought 
that Mrs Walker’s name and address were 
forwarded without comment. 


Michael Sherrard QC has since said he is 
‘morally certain’ Larman’s statement was 
not conveyed to him at the trial’ .The 
message had been handed to Det.Supt Acott 
at 9.10 pm on 15.02.1962 who in turn 
said to Det.Supt Baron that he would hand 
it to the defence counsel in the morning 
[ie 16.02.62]Mr Sherrard appears to have 
known nothing about it. 


Hanratty told his defence that he 
and Carol France had been to Battersea 
Fair on 16th September 1961 and that 
after the fair Carol France and he had a 
‘kiss and cuddle’ which Charles France 
would have been livid about, being very 


protective of her. 

























Sept.17th/18th/19th: 
JH in London at either France's or Louise Anderson's. 
Sept.18th [Tues] 
Murder Squad detectives descend in large numbers on Alexandra Ct Hotel, 
Finsbury Park and take statements from all staff and guests. 


Sept. 20th :[Wed] 
JH in London-has deposit —_to buy a 1986 Sunbeam Alpine sports car. 


Janet Gregsten visits Valerie Storie in hospital 


Sept. 21st: [Thurs] 
JH in London. stopped by police in Colindale but after showing his new 
driving licence allowed to go. 


Sept.22nd: [ Fri] 
int London with cousin Eileen Cunningham.Takes her for ride in his 
new sports car. 


Janet Gregsten visits Valerie Storie in hospital again. 


Scotland Yard press conference: Peter Alphon named by 
Supt Acott as the man wanted for interviewing in connection with the A6 murder. 
Nationwide murder hunt begins. 

11.30 pm : Alphon surrenders himself. 


Sept.23rd [Sat] 
JH in London takes 18 year old Gladys Deacon out for drive to Bedford 


Returns to London later to to Battersea funfair. Hanratty wearing his best suit . 
Peter Alphon is placed on two identity parades. 


Sept.24th:[Sun ] 
JH in London take Gladys to Richmond where they take a boat out on the Thames. 


Peter Alphoni is placed on a third identity parade in front of Valerie Storie at Guy’s 
hospital. Valerie Storie identifies a RAF man Michael Clark, as the Aé killer. 


Alphon is ruled out as a suspect but held on Mrs Dalal assault chargee.Mrs Dalal has identifiec 
Alphon as the man who attacked her shouting he was the A6 killer . 


Sept. 25th: - Discussion between Acott,Oxford and the DPP. Nudds 
makes 3rd statement exonerating Alphon 


Sept 25th: JH in London-stays at Penbury Hotel in Finsbury Park. 


September 28th 1961 Hanratty takes Mary Meaden to see Harry Secombe at the London 
Palladium .The week before ,on 20th September ,he had bought ,with a down payment of £115 , 
a soft topped Sunbeam Alpine 1955 sports car , which he proudly showed off to everyone 

and in which he took all his friends for drives. 





Lh 
Sept.26th: [Tue] 


/Sept.27th 
JH stays at Louise Anderson’s and is introduced to 22 year old Mary Meaden 


Sept. 26th: [Tue] 
Acott and Oxford visit Hanratty home in Kingsbury 


Peter Alphoni: released on bail 
Acott and Oxford: 
fly to Dublin in pursuit of J H. Airports sealed 


JH in London 
Sept.28th: 
JH in Londoti-takes Mary Meaden to London Palladium 
Sept.29th 
JH in London-takes Mary Meaden to the cinema in Golder’s Green and 
asks her if she will marry him. 





Sept 30th 
JH housebreaking in Stanmore .Badly tears his suit jacket on broken window. 
Finds a black barathea long jacket in the wardrobe of one of the houses that will go with 
his striped trousers .Throws away his badly torn jacket in bushes and puts the other on.. 


Oct Ist 
JH sees Mary Meaden briefly and gives her a compact as a present.They discuss his hair. 


Mary says he told her he dyed it black because he was tired of being fair but that if she 
didn’t like it he would go back to his original colour 
October 3 
Alphon is released from jail without charge 
JH in London 


tries to remove dye from hair at barber’s in Kilburn. 


October 4 
JH in London . J 8's 25th birthday .He leaves his suitcase at Louise Anderson’s 


flat in Sussex Gardens. 
October § 
Supt Acott and Det Sgt Oxford fly back from Ireland and go to 


France flat in Swiss Cottage. 


JH in London. uc has learnt he is wanted for the A6 murder through friends at 
the Rehearsal Club.He telephones Charles France . Acott is at the flat.JH rings off abruptly 
and vanishes before call can be traced. 
October 6 
JH - somewhere in London- buys all the newspapers . 


Daily Express and Daily Sketch carry reports of a ‘mystery woman’ who is the 
girl friend of gumman-Sketch names her ‘Louise’ and JH realises police are on his 
trail. 

Telephones Scotland Yard and tells Acott he has nothing to do with the murder. 
Says he will ring newspapers and ask them what to do.Promises to call back later. 
Puts down phone and rings Barry Harding at Daily Mirror. Harding hears 


dH insisting on his innocence and asks him if he has an ‘alibi’ for 22/23 August and 
JH says that he was in Liverpool doing business with friends who he can’t involve . 











October 6 1961 near London Hanratty buys all the newspapers which carry reports 
about him and mention a mystery woman called ‘Louise’.He realises the police are 


on his trail. 































October 6 
-goes to cinema then rings Acott at Scotland Yard at 11.04 pm as promised but still 


insisting he can’t give himself up.Gives Acott name and address of Louise Anderson and 
offers the police his suitcases to search which are at her flat . 


JH drives to Manchester and takes train to Liverpool. 


October 7 

JH in Liverpool!-rings Acott trom Liverpool. 
October 11 

JH in Blackpool 


1ipm JH arrested in Blackpool 






October 12 
JH has Two interviews with Acott and Oxford.No solicitor present.Taken to Bedford 
by police 

October 13 
At identification parade Skillett and Trower identify JH. 

October 14 

Identification parade at Stoke Mandeville .Valerie Storie udentifies Hanratty. 


Hanratty charged with A6 murder. 








November 22 


Hearing begins at Ampthill 





Langdale makes statement to prison officer about 
alleged Hanratty confession. 






December 
ist: Langdale interviewed by Acott 


sth: Hearing ends without Langdale giving evidence. 


JH committed for trial at Old Bailey. 









January 


and: ~Trial ‘switched’ to Bedford 
Old Bailey had been requested by defence lawyer,Michael Sherra 
and agreed by jury. Michael Sherrard writes later in biography 
that he ‘was left with suspicions that there had been manoeuvring 
behind the scenes.’ 





| January 22 Trial opens in Bedford 
1962 
February Bedford: 
9th Defence Opens 


Rhyl :Trevor Dutton- makes statement at Abergele Police 


Station. 






Sth 


17th 


Bedford: 
James Hanratty convicted and sentenced to death 


19th Rhyl: 
Margaret Walker and Ivy Vincent make statements 


Feb 20 1962: 
Michael Da Costa contacts J H’s defence team and makes statement 


m 2st Christopher Larman makes statement about Rhyl 


Feb 28 


Michael Da Costa makes 2nd statement to defence team. 


March 
15th : 
Hanratty appeal turned down 


16th 
| Charles France, prosecution witness , commits suicide 
| April: 
2nd - 
Reprieve refused by Home Secretary 
th 


4 
James Hanratty executed at Bedford 








The trial started on 22 January 1962.It lasted 21 days,at the time 
it was the longest murder trial in British history. 

The main thrust of the prosecution case against James Hanratty 
was that he had been positively identified by Valerie Storie. Yet she 
had made an equally positive identification of a totally different 
and innocent man only three weeks earlier . 
The strongest other piece of evidence against Hanratty was the 
testimony of Charles France about Hanratty telling him that the 
underneath of the back seat ofa bus was a good place to hide things 
in.Hanratty did not deny he had said this to France ,though he 
explained that it was said in a different context.Hanratty’s own 
version of this was that he had once told France that the back seat 
of a bus was a good place to dump unwanted items after a robbery. 
France was a small time crook,a ‘fence’ [receiver of stolen goods] 
who at the time was helping Hanratty to value and sell his 
stolen property and taking,one presumes,a cut of the sales. 
Hanratty did not deny the coincidence that the murder weapon 


was found there. 


Detective Superintendent Basil{‘Bob’] Acott 
led the investigation 





DETECTIVE| SUPERINTENDENT ACOTT 


and Sergeant Ken Oxford 


Detective Superintendent Acott who led the 
investigation was a top Scotland Yard detective, tough 
and highly experienced.He had been a bomber pilot 
during the war and had won the DFC for consistent 
bravery. 
But his inquiry had run into difficulties from the start 
when Alphon,his first suspect who he had publicly 
named and begun a nationwide murder hunt for, had 
not been identified by Valerie Storie and had to be 
dropped from the investigation. 

Acott had the problem of there having been no 

apparent motive. Robbery had clearly not been the 
main motive as although the gunman had taken Valerie 
Storie’s watch,he had later given it back to her.If his 
motive had been sex and being overcome by lust as the 
prosecution alleged at the trial, the gunman could 
have got rid of Michael Gregsten earlier by putting 
him in the boot{i] 
Michael Sherrard in his recent biography,[i] claims the 
police evidence was ‘deeply flawed’ and draws 
attention to the way witness statements had been 
‘ fiddled with’ and which modern forensic 
handwriting tests later confirmed. For example 
Valerie Storie recalled the murderer using the word 
‘kip’ which Hanratty in his evidence insisted he was 
not in the habit of using. He contested the police 
statements made during interviews that followed his 
arrest which were conducted without him having any 
solicitor present .Dr Baxendale ,a forensic handwriting 
expert at the 2002 appeal, confirmed that the police 
statements had been tampered with on several pages. 

Detective Superintendent Oxford,eventually 
knighted ,who was at Supt. Acott’s side throughout the 
A6 inquiry,was to have been asked in the run up to the 
appeal process,about the integrity of the police notes. 
But he had a heart attack and died.His explanation for 
the forensic findings of the alterations will now never 
be heard. 

Alison Halford, a senior woman police officer who 
won a sex discrimination case against Merseyside 
police force when Ken Oxford was Chief Constable, 
remembered him a someone who had been complicit 
in her phone being hacked and her promotions being 
blocked. She had a very unhsppy memory of how he 
had treated her[ii] 

[iJWigs and Wherefores,A biography of Michael 


Sherrard 
by Linda Goldman and Michael Sherrard. 


{ii]No Way Up the Greasy Pole byAlison Halford. 
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It has never been explained how the police seemed to know the 
identity of J.Ryan as soon as Peter Alphon was in the clear. 
James Hanratty was wanted for a number of burglaries in 

North London, so once he replaced Alphon as their prime 

suspect the police immediately let it be known on the underworld 
network and newspaper grapevines that Hanratty was the man 
they were looking for. 
According to an article in The Sunday Times of December 1966, the 
police found out who ‘Ryan’ was when Charles France went to 
Scotland Yard with one of the postcards which Hanratty had sent 
him from Ireland which is thought to have been on 25th September. 

Acott and Oxford also visited the home of James and Mary 

Hanratty on 26 September ,allegedly to contact Hanratty about 
his burglaries. During the visit they mentioned the name of Dixie 
France ,but the name had meant nothing to the Hanratty parents 
who thought it was the name of one of Hanratty’s girlfriends. 


But it seems that Charles ‘Dixie’ France was already known to Acott 
before this visit, as the Sunday Times article suggested. 
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Summary of evidence by main prosecution 


witnesses: 





Valerie Storie: on 26th August with assistance from the 
police drew up an identikit of a man with a long oval face,dark 
eyes, smooth receding hairline and fairish hair - ‘brushed back’ 
-Hanratty had a widow’s peak and a quiff , making it difficult to 
brush his hair straight back. 
Miss Storie at first said she had caught a few seconds glimpse 
of the man’s face in the back of the car and later told Acott her 
memory of her attacker’s face was fading and that she was in 
the front of car and caught only ‘ a glimpse of his face when car 
headlights lit it briefly.’ In the lst identity parade Miss Storie 
had wrongly identified a volunteer as the gunman and her rapist 
On the second identity parade she asked to hear each man speak 
the words : 
‘Be quiet, will you, I am thinking.’ 
Hanratty , believed to be the only Londoner at the parade in 
Stoke Mandeville Hospital, Buckinghamshire, was identified by 
his London accent as well as his appearance.The line up was 
organised by police from Aylesbury police station who had 
recruited men from local RAF stations . 


John Kerr:0Oxford undergraduate doing traffic survey 
was called to the scene at 6.50 am by farm worker Sidney 
Burton who had found the two victims in the A6 lay-by. 
According to Valerie Storie she told him the killer had brown 
hair and blue eyes.According to Kerr she told him the man had 
‘light fairish hair and staring eyes.’ 
Hanratty at the time had hair dyed black.Kerr insisted he had 
taken notes which mysteriously went missing after he handed 
them to a police officer at the crime scene . Inspector Edward 
Milborrow denied he had done so.A crude forgery was later 
produced in court in its stead which Kerr insisted were not his 
notes. 





Edward Blackhall: in passenger seat in John Skillett’s 
car. Was sitting closer to the driver of the Morris Minor at the 
roundabout and had an unobstructed view.Did not identify 
Hanratty and later told Paul Foot the driver of the MM looked 


nothing like Hanratty. 





John Skillett: driver of the car that drew up 


alongside the driver of the Morris Minor at Redbridge 
roundabout and shouted at driver of MM about his erratic 
driving. 
He positively identified Hanratty as the driver. 


James Trower: a passer by who had seen the Morris Minor 


near Redbridge Tube Station and had seen the driver for only a 
few seconds from a three quarter angle and side view, also 
identified him.However his friend Paddy Hogan said Trower had 
arrived too late to have seen him and Hanratty’s defence team 

demonstrated by angles and road measurements that he did not 


have the view he claimed. 


Charles ‘Dixie’ France lived with his wife and three daughters in a flat in 
Boundary Rd. Swiss Cottage.France was said to have been devoted to his family who 


knew nothing of his petty criminal ways.It is said he had underworld connections but 
it is more likely that he was an odd job man for bigger criminals. 


“Hanratty was gay and generous and he loved a joke” 


Charles France about James Hanratty in the Sunday Pictorial , 
the day after Hanratty’s conviction.France also wrote that Hanratty was 


gentle, devoted to his mother and that he had accepted him as one of his 
family in Swiss Cottage. 


Hanratty said France had ‘taught him the ropes’ when he was 
a teenager. He met France again in July 1961, shortly after 
returning from Rhyl on 26/27 July 1961.France helped him value 
the jewellery he was stealing and introduced him to receivers. 
France had lost his job as a doorman at the Rehearsal Club in Soho 
but continued to frequent the club and the area .He was having 
financial dfficulties when they bumped into one another at the 
Rehearsal Club. 
France had a series of convictions for petty crimes dating back to 
when he himself was a teenager.Half ofthese were connected with 
gambling . 
Bob Woffinden in ‘Hanratty,The Final Verdict’ suggests 
the threat of fresh gaming charges could have been used to persuade 
Charles to give prosecution evidence and the family would have 
fallen into line. In the Summer of 1961 Hanratty became a regular 


visitor to the France home,often staying overnight.France spoke well 


of Hanratty’s character in court but in total his testimony was very 
damaging to Hanratty. 





William N udds alias 
Glickberg,Itter etc etc 


Charles ‘Dixie’ Pcaked _ 





Julie S Lambert:-@i2 her research on the case writes 


‘France described how,on 7 August, he was travelling on a bus with 
Hanratty on the way home from a dog track in Hendon. They made their 
way upstairs and Hanratty pulled France towards the back of the bus and 
showed him a place under the back seat where he often disposed of 
unwanted loot from burglaries. As Hanratty himself described at his trial: 

“It is a very common hiding place for a man in my position” (Glasgow 
Herald 8/2/62) On 24 August the gun used in the A6 crime was found under 
the back seat of a 36A bus. France's trial evidence about this event on 


7 August was crucial to the prosecution case that Hanratty hid the gun and 
five boxes of ammunition beneath a hankerchief underneath the back seat 
of the 36A bus following the crime.’ - Hanratty’s Last Summer 


France committed suicide on March 16th 1961 ,three days 
after Hanratty’s appeal was turned down. 


Carol France: 16 year old daughter Charles and Charlotte,was 
a trainee hairdresser who dyed Hanratty’s hair black at the 
beginning of August from being ‘ginger.‘Her description of how 
his hair looked as the dye was growing out on 26 August 1961 
-the day she re dyed it black- illustrates the reason why so many 
witnesses from Michael da Costa at Euston station to Christopher 
Larman and Margaret Walker in Rhyl on 22 August all made 
specific remarks about his hair colouring.‘His hair was fading, 
going streaky,it was more than one colour-the ends were black 
and you could see fair roots coming through’. 


Testimony of Carol France reported by The Evening Times 
January 26 1962 


Charlotte France: wife of Charles France . She said she had 
treated Hanratty asa son, ‘ like one of the family .’ 


She did his allhis washing, including the freshly laundered washing 
she put in the brown suitcase which she handed back to him on 21st 
August for his trip to Liverpool .He had given her £15 for this and 
other living expenses. 

Both Carol and her mother spoke well of Hanratty at the trial saying he 
had always been kind, generous and gentle in manner.However, 

when the two identikits were released and flashed on the TV Hanratty 
told his lawyer Charlotte France had remarked on how one of the 

identikit photos ‘looked like him’ -an odd remark since Hanratty had 


light blue eyes and a widow’s peak and both identikits showed a man 
with dark eyes and brushed back hair. 
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Louise Anderson ‘aged 58 and_ had befriended Hanratty in 
July 1961 and often let him stop over at her flat in Sussex Gdns, 
Paddington: 

Julie S Lambert 

‘This was during the period when he had been prolific in his burglaries,stealing 

a gold watch and various valuable rings considered to be worth £2,000 and given as 
the reason for his journey North to Liverpool/Rhyl.Anderson owned an antiques 

shop .At his trial ,Hanratty said she often bought ‘bits and pieces’ from him that he 
had stolen during his house burglaries .During the trial, Louise Anderson was 

utilised by the prosecution. Her role was two-fold -to unnerve Mrs Charlotte France 
just prior to her giving evidence at the trial and to suggest a connection between 

Hanratty and a firearm. 

Bob Woffinden (1997) describes how A shameful episode occurred when 

Mrs Anderson and Mrs France were transported to court together. 

Mrs Anderson, apparently, had no idea who the other woman was but during 

the journey, she revealed that Hanratty had told her some time before that he 

had hidden a gun wrapped in a butcher’s bag in the linen cupboard at the 


Frances' home. Was this revelation because she was under pressure to paint 
Hanratty in a poor light to save herself from further investigation concerning 
the handling and disposal of stolen goods? 

The throwing together of two trial witnesses in the car on the way to court 

was a ploy to use Louise Anderson who, unlike Mrs France, had «nm uch 
to gain from testifying against Hanratty - to strengthen a conviction against 
Hanratty. 
Anderson claimed in court that she had been ‘scared’ of Hanratty and had 
cooperated with him out of fear. However, she had evidently not been at 

all concerned when Hanratty had revealed to her he had a gun hidden in 

a friend’s home. Mrs Anderson did not even think of informing the police 
about the hidden gun in the days following the A6 shooting. She did not at 
that time make a connection between her friend Hanratty, a hidden gun 

and a serious crime involving a firearm. 


Within a few short weeks of his re-acquaintance with France and his new 

acquaintance with Louise Anderson, Hanratty’s life was to spiral out of 
control and he was to find himself the main suspect in one of the most 
horrific crimes of the decade.Anderson and France were to provide evidence 
that would help to convict Hanratty of one of the most infamous crimes of 
the 20th century. 

[ Hanratty’s Last Summer |] 
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A KEY PROSECUTION WITNESS | 
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Langdale was a hardened criminal and a prison grass 





aged 24 he was remanded on a charge of forgery at the time of the 





Hanratty trial.Agreed to appear as a witness against Hanratty 


and in return was let off on probation in a fraud case. Did not 
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give strong evidence.He told officers Hanratty had repeatedly 





confessed when he walked with him alone in the exercise yard 


at Brixton Prison where he and Hanratty were on remand. 


Hanratty took two days to remember Langdale as a Brixton inmate. 
‘I have walked with him four times at most,for very short periods.He 
made the conversation.Langdale told me his missus had a green 
grocer’s shop.I did not say I was the A6 killer-everybody in here 
knows I am innocent of this charge.’ 

The defence were able to produce two prisoners who were 

in Brixton at the time, Nicolai Blythe and David Emery 

who categorically refuted Langdale’s evidence that he had 
exercised regularly with Hanratty and said that Hanratty had 
consistently maintained his innocence.Unlike Langdale Emery 

had nothing to gain from giving evidence and did not give it on 
his own initiative .He had to be subpoenaed by the defence. 
The defence also contacted William Aldred.He exercised with 
Hanratty ‘practically every day’ during December 1961 and 
January 1962: ‘I found him to be a very nice sociable person 
I am absolutely convinced of his innocence regarding the murder 

of which he is accused.’ 
Langdale’s evidence was full of contradictions:In his statement 
he said that on the afternoon of Sunday November 12th Hanratty 


had told him of a visit from his solicitors.Mr Sherrard pointed 
out to the court that neither his solicitor or his barrister had visited 
Brixton prison until November 18th. The only supporting 
witness for Langdale’s statement was the prison hospital officer 
Alfred Eatwell who confirmed he had heard Langdale talking about 
his conversations with Hanratty in the van back from Guildhall 
court to Brixton and had immediately reported it . Langdale’s 
assertions were not supported by a single independent witness. 
Prosecuting counsel,judge and defence alike all warned the jury 
not to place too much weight on Langdale’s evidence. 
But if Langdale’s evidence was played down by the prosecuting 
counsel and by the judge, it was treated very seriously by Louis 
Blom-Cooper when he came to write his book on the A6 murder 
in 1963.Blom-Cooper claimed that the rules of hearsay did not 
permit the prison officer, Eatwell, to tell the court what the 
conversation was that he had ‘overheard’ in the prison van 
between Langdale and another prisoner. 
Blom-Cooper claimed that the reason Hanratty was not granted 
a reprieve was that the Home Secretary,RA Butler had been 
privy to remarks made by Hanratty on remand - things that, 
in the Home Office view,he could only have known if he was 
the true murderer. 








William Nudds alias Baker, 
Bartlett, Beaumont, 

Glickberg, Itter, Knight: 
assistant manager at the Vienna Hotel at 
the time of the murder anda key 
prosecution witness .Used name of 


Glickberg when signing first statement.He 
had a long criminal record and was a well 
known police informer . Introduced 
‘Ryan’ really James Hanratty ,into the 
frame when being asked to make first 
statement on 15 September but gave 
Alphon alibi.He said Ryan had stayed in room 24 on the 21st August,and 
had left the following morning , returning a few minutes later , claiming 
he had forgotten something -Hanratty explained he had simply paid his 
bill and gone back to get his case .Nudds claimed Ryan had asked the way 
to Queensway and was given directions to the S6A bus which was the 
nearest bus stop - this though was the day before the murder- but still 
damaging words as the gun had been found on a 36A bus.His 18 
September statement therefore implicated Ryan and exonerated 
Alphon.But police appear to have had strong reason to believe Alphon was 
their man at this stage despite their latest description being of a a man 
with icy blue eyes and Alphon’s being hazel and deep set. After police had 
taken further detailed statements from the Alexandra Ct Hotel,Nudds 
was brought into Scotland Yard and made a second statement on 21st 
September which totally contradicted his first .This heavily implicated 
Alphon.After a Nationwide hunt and Alphon handing himselfin ,he was 
put on an identity parade in front of Valerie Storie who picked out a 
totally innocent volunteer .The police , unable to charge Alphon later 
dropped him from their inquiries.On 25th September,the day after the 
identification parade ,Nudds was again hauled in for a marathon 
interrogation and his third statement in ten days emerged, which 
concluded that the second statement was a concoction from beginning to 
end ,made solely to help the police.The first statement was 

correct .“Durrant’ had been in all night and the remark about Ryan asking 


for the S6A bus, which had been deleted from the second statement ,was 
reinstated. 








Florence Snell -alias Mrs Glickberg: she supported most of what 
William Nudds said at the trial but was cross- questioned by Michael 
Sherrard over whether or not she believed it was possible for two cartridge 
cases to have been left ,for 19 days ,on a chair, without being noticed or 
picked up by anyone. In reply she stated [Vol.V111,p.8]that room 24 was 
‘properly cleaned,the linen removed from the bed, the furniture dusted,the 
carpet hoovered,including the carpet under the chairs,which were moved .’ 
Even when a guest did not occupy a room this routine had taken place 
twice a week by Mrs Galves and herself she explained and Mrs Snell 
insisted to the court that she had gone through this routine in room 24 
after Hanratty left it on August 22nd. 


Mr Sherrard: Can you remember whether or not you did anything with 
regard to the chair in the alcove in that room? 
A. Yes.I moved it,so I could get to the other side of the bed to help Mrs 


Galves. 
Q.Did you notice anything unusual with regard to the chair or not? 
A.No 
f Vol.V11,p.18] 
Yet, ‘The merest tug on the chair by Mr Crocker on September 11 made the 
cartridge cases fall off.’-Paul Foot ,“Who killed Hanratty?’ 


Juliana Galves: -manager of Vienna Hotel : 

Mrs Galves was Spanish and gave her evidence in court through an 
interpreter.The local, Highbury police, had taken a ‘composite statement’ 
from her as the manager of the Vienna Hotel ,on 6 September following the 
questioning of Peter Alphon on 27th August with regard to his behaviour 
at the Alexandra Ct Hotel.They had questioned her about his stay at The 
Vienna Hotel on the night of the A6 murder when MrsGalves gave 
Alphon a concrete alibi for the night of 22/23 August .Afterthe discovery 
of the spent cartridges on September 11 , the police returned to the Vienna 
and Juliana Galves made her second statement on 13 September in which 
she explained that she had not been on duty on the night of 22/23 August 
and had given the statement on behalf of the management . 

In the new statement of 13 September , she admitted she had not seen 
Alpon until 11.45 on the morning of 235 August. 

In this second statement Galves added the information that she had 
seen a pair of black ladies gloves when she opened the door of room 6 at 
11.45 am.She said that on the morning after the murder, Alphon was by the 
sink, washing his hands.His suitcase was lying open on the bed and that 
when he saw her at the door he moved over to close it.Mrs Galves noticed 
it contained ‘very dirty clothing’ and that there were ‘a pair of black 
ladies gloves’ lying on top. 
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Juliana Galves was a Spanish immigrant worker.By October 1961 she had lost 
her job at the Vienna Hotel as the holiday season had ended. 

Under the Aliens Act, her right to stay in Britain depended on having a work 
permit.Paul Foot in his book on the case writes that her application to stay was 
viewed with ‘uncharacteristic liberalism’ by the Home Office. 





occupied but it was - 
never explained how he F =. 
could possibly have left’ ~ 
spent cartridges there 
before the murder-the 
bullets must have been 

fired from the gun 

before the cases 

became available. 

Hanratty was in the 

hotel the night before 

the murder not the 

night after it. 

Also the cartridge 

cases were quite visible 

on the chair and one 

had fallen off when Mr 
Crocker and duliana 

Galves were in the 











A WITNESS FOR THE DEFENCE: MRS DINWOODIE 


in Scotland Road on 21st and 22nd August 
1961.She remembered Hanratty coming into the 
shop to ask directions on ‘either the Monday or 
he Tuesday’ which she later fixed as Monday by 
remembering the day her 
_granddaughter ,Barbara Ford, helped her in the 
shop .But Barbara was later interviewed and 
both she and her friend Linda Walton 
remembered going to the shop between 4 and 5 
pm on Tuesday afternoon when Barbara helped 
Hor a little while selling sweets and lollyices to 
children.Barbara recognised a photo of Hanratty 
but was too young to be called to give evidence. 


§ ‘It is often said Hanratty changed his alibi from Liverpool to Rhyl and 
that is really not quite right, the substance of the Liverpool alibi was 
maintained 
—there was the evidence of the lady in the sweetshop,Mrs 
Dinwoodie,who,if she was anything like right, had Hanratty in a 
Liverpool...Hanratty couldn’t have imagined or invented that episode and 
it was supported by that lady in material particulars—so that was of | 

| great importance-it drove the prosecution at one stage to solemnly 
suggest that Hanratty might have been in Liverpool and that there was 
an air service from Liverpool to the South that was regular and that he 
might have come down for the occasion and then gone back to Liverpool 
f or Rhyl or whatever and that seemed ridiculous.’ 


Michael Sherrard Qc 2002 





“He does not have to prove his alibi. 
The failure or otherwise of the alibi 
does not make him guilty” 


Mr Justice Gorman 


A week into the trial Hanratty threw his defence into chaos by 
introducing a new version of his whereabouts on the night of the 
murder. 

He suddenly informed Sherrard , his trial barrister that he wanted 
to change his story.He had not spent the night of 22/23 August in 
Liverpool with three friends.He had spent it 40 miles away in Rhyl. 


The false story had begun with a call to Barry Harding,then the 
assistant news editor of the Daily Mirror .The call to Harding was 
sandwiched between his first call to Superintendent Acott at 
Scotland Yard around noon on October 6th and his later call at 
11.45 pm that same day ,during both of which he had vehemently 
protested his innocence .He explain .ed that as he was wanted for 
housebreaking there was no way he could give himself up without 
being charged and given a five year jail sentence. 
During his conversation with Barry Harding he told him that he 
could prove he was in London on the Monday and he then went to 
Liverpool on the Tuesday morning. It was at this point that Harding 
asked him if he had got people to give him an alibi and Hanratty had 
said Yes, he had and that he was there doing business with some friends 
who he could not involve ‘ for various reasons.’ 
From this point on ,Hanratty told his lawyer , he believed it was 
best to stick to this story. He realised that he knew no one in Rhyl 
he could rely on to get in touch with the police on his behalf. 
He decided the best thing to do was to offer a cash bribe to the burglar 
friends he did business with in Liverpool and get them to stand alibi 
for him .These friends on the burglar network were likely to at least 


be more reliable than a Rhyl landlady whose name he didn’t know and 
whose address he could not remember. 


After these telephone calls on 6th October , Hanratty stole a Jaguar car 


from central London and set off for Liverpool .Once more nothing went 
remotely to plan. 













































If Hanratty stuck to his original story he knew it could not be 
substantiated and if he came clean his story might be difficult to 
substantiate too. 
Because he was convinced his innocence would ultimately exonerate 
him, at first he decided to stick to the false story. However , seeing 
Swanwick perform in court Hanratty became very anxious about 
facing him in the witness box with a story he knew was untrue.So he 
realised if he was to cope in court and give evidence, he must tell the 
Rhyl story to the court. 
Michael Sherrard [ unaware of what Hanratty was about 
to spring on him ]: 
“| want to go into the box ,Sir,” Hanratty insisted.l was not happy 
about that. The law did not require him to do so.The only thing | was 
concerned with that could contribute sparked from his blank denials 
of any part in the crime. There were questions that would arise about 
this alibi which hinged upon him being in Liverpool and meeting 
three men.He would be asked who they were,their names and why 
he was visiting. 
| said, “ Look Jim,you’ll have to explain why you were in Liverpool. 
You'll be asked these questions and you will have to reply.” 
“| can tell that, sir,” he answered. Then he looked down and said, 
“Well-actually,| wasn’t in Liverpool.” 
from Wigs and Wherefores,an autobiography of Michael Sherrard. 





The defence lawyers, on hearing the new account of Hanratty’s 

whereabouts on the night of the murder, were devastated . 

Their whole case preparation from the moment committal proceedings 

had begun had been based on Hanratty’s presence in Liverpool. 

Sherrard warned Hanratty that if the new story was false his entire 

credibility would be at stake. 

Hanratty, though extremely frightened ,remained intransigent ; 

He had to tell the truth and go into the witness box and tell it,he said. 
So a new statement was taken by Kleinman and rushed to Michael 

Sherrard in his hotel room in Bedford.An inquiry agent 

was instructed and Terry Evans ,the friend he had met the previous 

month was located in Rhyl.Sherrard tells us that the police had 

Rhyl before he had finished rea . 


he green bath in the attic at 
ajingledene, Kinmel Street,Rhyl. It was 
unusual in 1961 for a house to have a green 
bath and was the first thing Hanratty had 
iinoted about Mrs Jones’s guest house. 
















Mr Swanwick went to town on this new development.He 
suggested to Hanratty that he was inventing the story of the Rhyl 
boarding house. But Hanratty held firm.He gave evidence that described , 
in some close detail ,the interior and exterior of the boarding house, 

the green bath in the attic bedroom,the small paved courtyard at the 
back and he specified the exact amount he had paid for the two nights-25 
shillings . 

He said the boarding house was situated close to the railway station an 


d 

that you could hear the trains at night and he described the landlady’s na 
and appearance in some detail. 

As Paul Foot points out in his book on the case,if Hanratty was inventing 
the Rhyl boarding house ,as Mr Swanwick suggested ,he was taking a 

huge risk ,as at that point in time he had no idea whether anyone had 

been found by the defence agents who fitted his description ! 





On the afternoon ofthe very same day that Hanratty was being cross 
questioned by Mr Swanwick in Bedford, landladies in Rhyl were 
being approached by Mr Gillbanks,the private detective working 
for the defence.Terry Evans had been found.Yes,he said, he had met 
Hanratty in July 1961. 
Terry had taken a liking to Hanratty and was willing to help find 

the boarding house. The pair started by looking at boarding houses 

backing onto the railway. They began by asking landladies whether 


they recognised photographs of Hanratty and whether they had a green | 
bath in their attic. 


Rhyl was a good 200 miles away from Bedford where the trial 
was taking place. 
Judge Gorman apparently worked very hard to try to reduce the 
consequences of the introduction of Hanratty’s new version of events 
of his whereabouts on the night of the murder.On February 7th 1962, 
James Hanratty took to the witness box in Bedford Court,having 
managed to persuade Michael Sherrard to let him do so. 
In Rhyl the landlady of Ingledene in Kinmel Street ,Mrs Grace Jones, w 
being asked the same question that had been asked all the other landladie 
“Do you have a green bath in your attic?”and had replied , “Yes.” 
Moreover she thought the young man who had stayed with her 
looked very like the man in the picture and she thought it was in 
the week 19-26 August that he had stayed at Ingledene. 


Gillbanks ,the private investigator at once telephoned Hanratty’s 


solicitor, Kleinman ,and almost immediately ,Mrs J ones, the landlady 
of Ingledene, was on her way to The Bedford Trial. 





Little could have prepared Mrs Jones,the landlady of Ingledene,for the ordeal that awaited her in 
Bedford .First the judge rebuked her for talking to another witness and then Mr Swanwick contemptuously 
dismissed her as a publicity seeker who had come to the trial to advertise her boarding house in Kinmel 
Street ,Rhyl. She said she remembered Hanratty staying there during the week of 19-26 August but when 
she came to the witness box, the prosecution savaged her and reduced her evidence to tatters. Swanwick 
exposed her record books as badly kept and called the other guests who stayed that week to give 
evidence.They said that all the rooms had been occupied by other guests on the night of the murder.Mrs 
dones was badly shaken and she struggled to regain her composure.She faltered ,close to tears when pressed 
about the dates and in the light of the evidence of the other guests seemed to admit she could have been 
wrong.But her story was supported by her daughter ,Brenda Harris .Ms Harris who was not called as a 
witness , later explained that because the house was full , Hanratty was given the attic room with the 
green bath which was used only in emergency as it was really a bathroom with a bed in it and would not 
have been recorded.The other guests would not have seen Hanratty ,as the breakfast room too would have 
been full and he would have had his breakfast in the family’s own living room . 

Terry Evans met Hanratty at the fairground the previous month, and was a taxi driver .He was called to 
the trial and asked by Swanwick if Hanratty had any reason to think he would dispose of stolen goods to 
which he answered No.But he said later that had he been asked if Hanratty was right to think he could have 
put him in touch with people who may have been willing to buy such goods,he could have agreed. 


‘If only the defence had been aware of it,far from the discovery of Mrs Jones being a 
‘solitary miracle’, there were a little cluster of them.Within 24 hours of the 
irst,unofficial announcement ‘several persons’ were entirely on their own ,volunteering 
formation about Hanratty’s visit to RhyLIf a few news items produced such an instant 
response,what might a proper inquiry have yielded?‘ -Bob Woffinden 


By changing his story in the middle of the trial »Hanratty had given 
the impression that the alibi was false. But as the judge directed ,he 
did not have to prove his alibi.The failure or otherwise of the alibi 
did not make him guilty. 


Michael Sherrard ,writing in his 2009 biography : 


The judge gave the jury perfectly good direction.He was bursting 
himsel{ to indicate to the jury the he did not think the case was 
strong enough. 


wGrace Jones 7" 





Conviction and Sentence 


17th February 1962: 


J udge Gorman told the jury they had to be certain of their verdict 
and pointed to the inconsistencies in the prosecution case: 


of William Nudds he said, 


“Nudds holds the key to many locks ; but,members of the 
jury,do not try to force the locks” . 


He reminded the jury of the key point in the description of the 
gunman : 


‘he had brown hair combed back with no parting’. Hanratty ,with 
his widow’s peak ,would have found it difficult to wear his hair 
this way . 


Regarding the prosecution’s speculation over a “ bought alibi’ from 
Mrs Dinwoody at her sweetshop he said, 


“Members of the jury , when it is said that this alibi is ‘bought’ 
then how did he know that anyone had made an inquiry for 
Tarleton or Carlton Road?” 


He cautioned them about the performance of Mrs Jones,the 
Rhyl landlady,who had come close to collapse in the witness box 
saying her performance should not count against Hanratty and 
cautioned them about Hanratty’s own performance: 


“A man who is concerned with a charge of murder may not be 
at his very best.Do not judge too harshly a man who must not 
be in a happy position,at the hands of these police officers.” 





After five hours out, the jury requested further guidance from the 
Judge Gorman : 


“Must we be certain and sure of the prisoner's guilt to return a verdict? 


David Lines, Under-Sherrif of Bedfordshire believed that because 
they had asked such a question, they were clearly in doubt, 


“To me as a lawyer,it meant they clearly were not sure .” 
Judge Gorman agreed: 


“If you have reasonable doubt,then you are not sure. 
You understand that,do you not?” 


The jury returned after another five hours of deliberations. 


They found Hanratty guilty. 












“February 17th 1962.....1 will 
appeal.... 


When he heard the verdict Hanratty broke for the first 
time since the trial began.He fell against the rail of the 
dock mumbling incoherent protestations of his innocence, 
until he regained some of his composure .Then he said: 


| ©? am innocent my Lord; we will appeal that is alll 
have got to say at this stage ” 


; Judge Gorman Was seen to hesitate.After a pause he 
©donned his black cap and passed sentence.Mary Hanratty 
"who had been unable to face hearing the verdict inside the 
: court room collapsed in the corridor. 


» Michael Sherrard : 


I had convinced myself that with the jury being out forso | 
long [nearly10 hours] there would be an acquittal. But the | 
Foreman said “Guilty” and that was the end. 

The donning of the black cap as the precursor to the 
sentence is chilling beyond belief ,the words of the 
sentence freeze the mind and heart. 


“__that yeu suffer death in the manner autherised by law 2 
and may Ged have mercy en your seul__.” 
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Michael Sherrard QC: 
meoing down to see him in the cells after the verdict was very 
Mhard. What do you say to someone who has been sentenced to 
die within a matter of weeks? When I came to the last step at 
he bottom of the stairway, he was facing me, each hand 
uffed to a warder on either side. 
y first thought was , “He looks so young.”I approached him 
hilst I was trying to think of something-anything to say,he 
eached out to me.The warder’s arm followed the gesture in a 
fF yrotesque shadow.He took my hand and said,”Don’t you go 
| upsetting yourself,sir.You’ve done everything you could.We’1l1l Wy] 
Appeal.” My voice was an echo: 





“Yes. We’ll appeal.” [from Wigs and Wherefores -2009] 


The initial shock , followed by despair , affected Hanratty 
or several days.He was unable to write to his parents for 
nore than a week after the verdict and refused to let them 
‘visit him.His self-possession returned gradually.Acutely 
ware of his mother’s suffering ,his first letter to her was 
lictated 
bn February 28th.He attempts to comfort her:” I saw 
K Mr Sherrard and Mr Kleinman on Sunday.They cheered me up a 
reat deal.Everybody is doing their best to help me,they are 
o kind.” His second letter to her of March 2nd assures her 
e is now over the shock and concentrating on the appeal:”I 
( have great faith in Mr Sherrard” 
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Mrs Betty Davies made 
witness statement in 1968 
to A6 committee 


Barbara Ford aged 13 
granddaughter of Mrs Dinwoodie 
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During the period between the trial and the execution ,the defence 
continued to search for Rhyl witnesses and several Rhyl citizens 
came forward as the trial was drawing to a close. The same private 
detective who had found the boarding house with the green bath in 
the attic and Mrs Jones went on to find other witnesses who 
confirmed Hanratty’s movements in Rhyl. 
Hanratty’s lawyers had to decide whether or not to call these new 
witnesses to establish the Rhyl alibi.They were profoundly 
concerned about bringing such witnesses to the Appeal Court to be 
exposed to further humiliation in which their testimony was torn to 
shreds, like that of Mrs Jones’s, under Swanwick’s cross-examination. 
Even the Hanratty family did not know that there were new witnesses 
who had evidence that seemed to substantiate his story.It was several 
years before their testimonies came to light.By 1968 , eight substantial 
witnesses had come forward to make strong statements in support of 
Hanratty’s alibi. 
Three of the witnesses who came forward were certain of the date: 
On the Sunday, before the trial ended ,Christopher Larman had seen 
a picture of Mrs Jones in the papers who he had immediately 
recognised and wondered whether the young man standing trial may 
have been the young man he had met in Rhyl the previous August. 


Mr Larman had gone to Staines police station on Monday 12th Feb. 
and made a statement to Det.Insp. Robert Fields,then chief of 

Staines C.I.D. Mr Fields later told Paul Foot* that he had immediately 
sent an urgent message to Superintendent Acott . Mr Sherrard has 

no recollection of it having ever been passed on to him and the first 

he knew of it was when Mr Larman , on hearing nothing further, 
decided to contact the defence directly and on 21st February 1962, 

& days after the trial ended made a 2nd statement in which he,like 
Mrs Walker and Mr da Costa, noted the streaky, black ,bronze and fair 
mixture of colours in the man’s hair.Mr Larman was able to identify the 
date of the encounter because the previous day he had drawn money 
from a Post Office savings bank and the next day left Rhyl for London. 


The strongest witness certain of the date was Margaret Walker who 
lived in South Kinmel St. which was immediately behind Ingledene 
where Mrs Jones lived.She too was absolutely certain about the date 
because of a crisis in her family that took place later that week. 













































Mrs Walker remembered a young Londoner coming to her house 
looking for lodgings who had ‘dark hair with something not natural 
about it , as though it was streaky or tacky’ this was ‘at about 7.30’. 
Asked later how she had fixed the time she said ‘because it was getting 
dark and the street lights were lit , If this was so then it was not 7.30 pm. 
and in fact must have been a little after 8.50 pm because the street lights 
came on in Rhyl about 20 minutes after sunset which was at at 8.30 pm 
on 22 August 1961. Mrs Walker may have thought it was 7.30pm since she 
was trying to remember the time nearly six months later .A time of 
8.50-9.0 pm would have closely matched what Hanratty had said viz 
‘it was getting dark’ and best illustrated here by examining the passage 
on time from Paul Foot’s book ,“Who Killed Hanratty?’ in which he 
quotes directly from the trial transcript: 
Mr Swanwick: Do you remember how you got from Liverpool to Rhyl? 
A. Yes,by coach. 
Q Do you remember what coach? 
A Yes,I caught it in the station at the back of Lime Street-at the side of Lime 
Street,not at the back... 
QWas it a single decker or a double decker? 
A It was a double decker bus 
Q What time would it be? 
A This would be about half past seven.it might not be the exact time. 
[Vol.X111, p .61,Foot’s italics] 
When Mr Swanwick asked him about his arrival in Rhyl,Hanratty refused 
even to guess the time: 
Q You told us that when you arrived in Rhyl it was dark; is that right? 
A No, I did not say that. 
QWhat did you say? 
AI said it got dark towards evening. 
QWhat time did you arrive in Rhyl? 
Al am not sure.It was August time.It don’t get dark till late. 
Q What sort of time would you put it? I will help you by telling you 
that according to my diary the sun set at Liverpool at 8.30 
A What,in August? 
Q At that time,21st August [Sic.] 
A Would it? 
Q Can you give us any idea of the time you got to Rhyl? 
A Off -hand I cannot./f | was to say a time it would not be fair,because 
you would cross-examine me, and | am not sure of the exact time. 
QI only want an approximate time if you can give it. 
AI could not, because /| did not time it, (Wol.K1V,p.11, Foot’s italics] 






The third witness was Ivy Vincent who lived across the road from 
Margaret Walker and remembered seeing the young man talking 
to her that same evening just before he came over to her house to 
ask her too whether she might have a room for the night. 

The publication of Hanraty’s photograph in the press prompted 
several other witnesses to come forward.The young actor Michael 
Da Costa remembered seeing a young man who looked exactly like 
Hanratty on Euston Station on 22nd August ‘/ know | know his face. 
aati ! am worried about going to cour? 










Paul Foot: 
There had been other repercussions in Rhyl too.Terry Evans had 
been approached,twice in the week following the publication of 
Hanratty’s photograph, by two people in Rhyl who said that a 
young man who looked very like Hanratty had been asking for 
him [Evans ]the previous Summer.The first was Mr Ernie Gordon 
who was then the manager of Dixie’s cafe near the fairground-the 
cafe where Evans and Hanratty had eaten meals the previous duly 
and where Hanratty said in court he had asked for Terry Evans 

on August 23rd.‘ That fellow,said Gordon to Evans [according to 
Evans] was looking for you last Summer.‘Similarly a newspaper 
seller called Charlie Jones, sometimes known as Charlie White, 
who has a stall outside the bus station in the centre of the town, 
approached Evans with the information that he had spoken toa 
young man who had asked for ‘John’ on the fairground some time 
the previous August. 























At this juncture nobody in the defence team had heard about either 
Mr Trevor Dutton or Mrs Betty Davies, who made important 
witness statements to the A6 Committee in 1968. 
Mr Dutton had in fact made a statement to Abergele Police 
Station as early as February 9th 1962, a full week before the trial 
ended.He had been reading about the trial and about Hanratty 
trying to sell a gold watch in Liverpool on 22nd August 1961.He 
had remembered that a young man in a dark,two toned suit had 
tried to sell him a gold watch just after he had left Barclay’s bank 
in Rhyl High Street .He had checked the date he had gone to put 
money in the bank that Summer and discovered it was August 23rd, 
the day after Hanratty had been trying to sell the gold watch in 
= Liverpool.Mr Dutton had made only two payments into Barclay’s 
that year , one of them being on 23 August.The only reference to 
| Mr Dutton is his name and address hurriedly written on the back 
of an envelope.A clerk at Hanratty’s solicitor’s office had taken a 
message from the prosecution to the effect that ‘these names may 
§ be of interest to you’, and Dutton’s name,writes Paul Foot, was one 
of two written down.Mr Dutton told the A6 committee that nobody 
had ever interviewed him either during or after the trial . 






















Mr Kleinman wrote to the Sunday Times on 30 September 1968: 


Quite apart from inconsistencies as to identification and detail 
[as well as some mutually contradictory features|there was no point in 
seeking to rely on the evidence of Mr Larman,Mrs Walker and Mrs Vincent 
because their statements[even without the test of cross examination] did 
not match Hanratty’s evidence on the crucial issue of time.He could not 
have spoken to any of these people at 7.30 pm because his evidence on oath 
was that he did not leave Liverpool by coach for Rhyl until after 7.30 p.m. and 
that when he arrived at Rhyl it was late evening and dark.It was of course not 
dark at Rhyl at 7.30p.m..That the statements in other respects did not find 
support from Hanratty himself added substantially to the difficulties.” 


At the 2002 appeal hearing Mr Mansfield QC challenged the solicitors 
reasoning here pointing to the consistency of description [with two 
commenting on the unusual hair consistent with the evidence regarding 


the use of dye]and argues- among other matters -that witnesses 
are notoriously unreliable about time. 


A letter from Hanratty to his mother dated March 10th, 
two days before his appeal was due to be heard, makes it 


clear that he had been struggling with this situation a 
great deal: 


“Thankyou for your lovely letter-it has cheered 
me up a great deal 
....-Ll am a little bit concerned in the way that 
this appeal will be carried out and I feel ifa 
mistake is made by Mr Sherrard it would make 
matters very difficult for me.I am very worried 
at this stage , as Mr Kleinman says he is calling 
further witnesses and I do not really know what 
lies behind this case,but they have great faith as 
well as myself and that is all that matters 





ichael Mansfield’s argument was 
| not accepted by the Court of Appeal 
Ni in 2002 who said, “ 
rcumstances we do not accept 
iat the failure to disclose such 
material as the police had in relation 
b Rhyl would have made any 
ifference to the way the trial was 
| conducted.” [paragraph 201] 


alt 


Gareth Peirce in her book 


‘ Dispatches from the Dark Side 
ON TORTURE AND THE DEATH OF JUSTICE’- Verso 


writes : 
“Tt is not difficult to achieve a conviction of the innocent.Over many 
decades particular contributory factors have been repeatedly 


[l]Jachieving the co-operation of witnesses by means of a 
combination of inducements and fear of the alternative... 


-refer to the testimony of William Nudds, Juliana Galves, Roy Langdale, Louise 
Anderson 


[2]reliance on ‘identification’ evidence which is no such thing 
-refer to the testimony of Valerie Storie,James Trower,John Skillett 


[S]the provision of factual certainty by scientists where there is 
NO proper basis FOr it.........ccccccscsceres 





























Mrs Betty Davies didn’t make a statement until May 1968, when she had responded to an 
appeal by Mr and Mrs Hanratty who had gone to Rhyl with the A6 committee to gather 
evidence from witnesses.On duly 20th 1961 Mrs Davies had given birth to a baby girl who ha¢ 
died the following week.Mrs Davies stayed in Chatsworth House nursing home until July 28th 
and her statement which was supported by Noel Davies,her husband and her mother in law 
Mrs Margaret Davies, puts paid to the suggestion sometimes made that Hanratty may have 
been seen by the Rhyl witnesses during his July 25/26 visit.In 1961 Mrs Davies had lived 
next door to Mrs Jones in Kinmel St.She remembered that one evening in late August 
when it was growing dark ,she was alone in her house with her small daughter when the 
bell rang.It was a young man in his late twenties with dark hair.He was softly spoken and 
asked if she could take him in for bed and breakfast.She added that some months later a 
man had come and asked about a green bath and she had told him she did not have one. 
About the same time a uniformed policeman called and showed her an outline sketeh of 
a man and asked her whether she recognised it: she said she could not.Since then She had 
read and talked about the case and believed the caller could have been Hanratty. ; 

Further witnesses made statements such as Mrs Brenda Harris, the daughter of Mrs Jones, 
and Mr Fish would have also been available. 

Mr Kleinman prepared his brief for Mr Sherrard by March 1st to appear on behalf of 

Hanratty on his appeal.It included Da Costa’s two statements ,along with those 

of Mrs Walker ,Mrs Vincent and Mr Larman. 
The decision to apply to the court of criminal appeal to call fresh evidence was clearly a 
tantalizing one for Mr Sherrard given the devastating attack Mrs Jones had endured 
by Mr Swanwick , the consequence of which may have done more harm than good to 
Hanratty’s case .In the event no fresh evidence was submitted and Mr Sherrard relied solely 
on submissions that the judge had misdirected the jury. 





Mr Peter Usher,left luggage attendant at Lime St Station : 

There was yet another witness who was not called to the trial by the defence ,mainly 
because of an issue over timings but also because it had been suggested to Mr Sherrard 
that he may only have wanted to be ‘in on it.’ 

Soon after he was arrested Hanratty told Mr Kleinman his solicitor about leaving 

his case in Lime St left luggage, before he went off in search of his contact in Tarleton 
or Carlton Road.He said the case had been handled by a man with a damaged hand 
described by Hanratty as being ‘withered or turned’. A senior policeman named Harold 


Whiffen from Bedfordshire constabulary had overheard this conversation and passed it on 
to Supt. Acott , not as a ‘ withered hand’ but as a ‘withered arm’. A Mr Peter Stringer , 
a toilet attendant at Lime St Station was found who had an artificial arm: which he always 
kept completely covered .He worked in left luggage only after 8.50 pm . Stringer was brought to the 
trial by the prosecution and said he remembered nothing of Hanratty. 
Usher had two fingers missing from the left hand which made his hand looked ‘turned’. He 
told Mr Gillbanks, an ex policeman employed by the defence as a private detective,that he did 
remember someone whose name looked like ‘Hanratty’ giving a name like ‘Ratty’ who left his 
case in the office on 22 August and he had had a slight altercation with him about whether 
or not a number was sufficient on his collection ticket.Usher’s shift was from 6am until 2pm 
but he frequently worked overtime. Paul Foot thoroughly investigated the times of the trains 
and discovered that on 22nd August a fast train had left Euston at 10.80 am and had arrived 
at Lime Street a little early ,at 2.22 pm. and another slower train had left at 10.35. 




















































have missed both trains and been made to wait until the next train which was at 12.15. So as 
Paul Foot points out in his book,the margin of difference between Usher leaving at 2 pm and 
Hanratty arriving at left luggage as early as 2.50 is quite narrow. 


4 ‘a high water mark of non-disclosure 
; Court of Appeal Judgement 2002 -paragraph 152 referring to the other Redbridge witnesses 


Doreen Milne owned a Morris Minor car the same model and colour as the one used in the 


murder .Throughout the summer of 1961 she had parked her car at around & am every 
weekday morning in Avondale Crescent at exactly the same location as the murder car 

was found.She then travelled by train to her work in London. In the week preceding 

the murder however the owner of the house ,in front of which she usually parked her car 

had asked her if she would stop doing so, as he had just erected a new fence and did not 

want cars parking close to it. Ms Milne decided it would be best to park her car on the opposite 
side of the street . 

Ms Milne said in her witness statement that when she left her car in this location on 

he 25rd August at 8.15 am she was certain that no other car was parked opposite it. 

Doris Althoe who was called by the prosecution to give evidence ,lived in Avondale 


Crescent and said that on the morning of the 23rd August she had noticed a Morris Minor car 






ars in Avondale Crescent as she would have done had the murder car been there as well. 
Another crucial statement not disclosed was that of Margaret Thompson who lived in 


+30 pm to go to the corner shop to purchase produce for a meal she was preparing . 

Dn her return from the shop at 5.45pm she found the footpath blocked by a Morris Minor car 

ked on the footpath ,forcing her and her young son to walk on the road, which had angered her. 
en she saw police activity in the road later that evening she immediately went out and made 

& statement in which she claimed the car had definitely not been there at 5.30pm . 


liam Lee was an HGV lorry driver and on the 23rd August at around 6.30am was driving his 


brry south on the A6 approximately 100 miles north of Bedford when a Morris Minor car pulled 
from a junction causing him to take evasive action to avoid a collision . So outraged was 

r Lee that he followed the car noting its registration number. Stopping for a break he learned of 
s murder which had occurred further south on the A6 and the number of the car involved .He 
ed the police and gave a statement.The CCRC discovered this statement in 1998 and Mr Lee 
as traced and interviewed .He repeated verbatim what he had said in his original statement 
bluding the fact that the driver of the Morris Minor had been wearing a green woollen hat with 
bom pom on it. Later in their investigations the CCRC obtained a file containing photographs 

th included coloured images of the interior of the car and the boot . When those photographs 
re enhanced and enlarged , a green woollen hat with a pom pom on it,exactly as described in 
Mr Lee's statement to the Derbyshire police in 1961, could be seen in the boot of the car. 





Since Hanratty could have arrived at suston as early as ¥.0 am its dIITICUIt to see Now ne coun 


parked in the crescent and that it had remained there all day. The car seen by Ms Athoe was almost 
bertainly the one belonging to Doreen Milne ,as Ms Athoe did not recall seeing two Morris Minor 


vondale Crescent .On the 25rd August Ms Thompson had left her home with her 5 year old son, at 
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mer brother in law on visit to court 


Another event which occurred and remained in what the Sunday Times later termed 
an atmosphere of only ‘partial disclosure’ and that the jury knew nothing about until 
the trial ended,was that dames Hanratty had 


according to reporters, been first identified 
as the Aé Killer by Janet Gregsten in highly unusual circumstances a month before he was 


a police suspect.Peter Duffy , the crime reporter for the Daily Sketch,and who had reported | 
the entire case throughout , was not allowed to publish this story until after the verdict because of 
the rules regarding contempt of court .It appeared in the Daily Sketch of 19 February 1962 and 

a similar story was carried the same day in the Daily Mail by Bernard Jordan.Paul Foot closel} 


investigated these stories and interviewed the journalists involved.They emphatically confirmed 


the story’s provenance despite subsequent protests and libel actions by William Ewer and Janet 
Gregsten who claimed it was inaccurate ‘in certain details’. 


In May 1971, Ewer issued a 15 point statement about the story in the Sunday Times 
confirming in points 1-6 that a ‘ sighting incident’ had happened at the beginning of September 
1961,[ a week after the murder and month before Hanratty became a suspect] but Ewer denied 
that his sister in law, Janet Gregsten , made any ‘intuitive sighting’ of dames Hanratty and 
he claimed it was he himself who had spotted Hanratty in Swiss Cottage and had been amazed 
to see ‘a young man with such unusually staring eyes’ which were ‘as distinctive as a carbuncle 
on his face’.He decided to follow him as far as Cater’s florists and then telephoned the police. 





| 








Point 9 brought a new revelation about Charles France who committed suicide a few days before 


aaratty was executed. Ewer states ‘/ only met Charles France once in my life ./ remember he came 
to my shop after the trial was over.He came in to offer his apologies for Mr Gregsten’s’ death.He 
said it had all been most regrettable./ remember calming him down and saying that justice had 
been done in a fair and open trial.He had no reason to reproach himselt.! told him to go home and 
pad a norma! life.| later heard he had committed suicide.’ 








Why,if he had never met him,did France go into Ewer’s shop to apologise for Michael Gregsten's 
leath-and not immediately after the murder ,but six months later?Why did he need to be 
calmed down’?Why all this in front of a complete stranger as Ewer wishes us to believe? 


Ewer made a statement to the police on 11th September 1961,the day the cartridge cases 
were found in the Vienna Hotel : 


ichael Gregsten] was not a robust person and always a bit of a mother’s boy.... There was 


alk of a separation [from Janet] which was discussed with us....there were no great scenes or rows, 


but Gregsten had a guilt complex about his association with Valerie,and on occasions wondered why 
he had not been struck down.’ 


ver left his wife some time after the trial and went to live with Janet Gregsten. 





Paul Foot: The appeal was heard on March 12th and 13th.No 


application was made by the defence to submit to the court any of 
the new statements which they had acauired about Hanratty’s 
claimed alibi in Rhyl.Mr Sherrard relied entirely on submissions 
that the judge had misdirected the jury.Mr Justice Gormon’s 
summing up however , despite minor errors of emphasis and one 
or two small errors of fact,was a masterpiece of impartiality.Lord 
Parker took only twenty five minutes to dismiss Mr Sherrard’s 
submissions and the execution date for Hanratty was set for 

April 4th. 


On March 15th Mr Kleinman did write to Mr RA Butler.the 
Home Secretary : { am advised to put before you for your 
consideration all statements which were taken since the hearing 
of the above trial at Bedford together with the relevant 
correspondence. 

The statements,all of which the Home Secretary had in his 
possession some three weeks before Hanratty was executed, 
included those of Mrs Walker.Mrs Vincent and Mr Larman. 

in those three weeks no inquiry was made by policemen or 
Home Office personnel of these three people to see whether 
their testimony could substantiate the alibi. 


in Fenton Bresler’s book ,Reprieve,1965 Harrap,a detailed 

study of the Home Secretary’s prerogative to reprieve a prisoner 
who has been condemned to death.the author concluded that 

the Home Secretary rarely if ever takes new evidence into 
accountwhen reaching his decision about a reprieve. 


According to Louis Blom-Cooper who wrote a book on 
the A6 murder in 1963, Roy Langdale’s evidence was taken 
very seriously by the Home Secretary.Blom-Cooper 
claimed that because of the rules of hearsay and the 
admissibility of such evidence, Eatwell the prison 
officer could not relay to the court the conversation 
he had overheard between Langdale and another 
prisoner but that the overheard conversation was 
fully available to the Home Secretary.Paul Foot 
believed this ‘mystery evidence’ was in fact no mystery 
R.A.Butler, Home Secretary. at all and that the details ,allegedly known only to Hanratty , 
had in fact been spread across the media by radio and 
popular press. 





Michael Sherrard QC :- 

In the following extract Sherrard is recalling his final attempt 
to save Hanratty’s life.He describes his visit to the Home Office to see 
Mr Butler, Home Secretary, a few days before Hanratty was due to be 
executed on April 4 1962. Hanratty’s appeal had been dismissed on 
12 March despite a petition of 90.000 names collected by the 
Hanratty family: 


‘The visit to the Home Office was like a scene from “Yes, Minister” 
except that it turned out to be a “No,Minister” scenario. 

The Head of the Civil Service,Sir James Cunningham, rang about the 
appointment.He was fotally on top of it. They had evidence of remarks 
made by Hanratty on remand things that, in the Home Office view only 

he could have known if he was the true murderer.the Home Office was 
frustrated that these matters had not been used fully at the trial.Nor 
could they have been.But,although inadmissible to the jury,the Home 

Secretary was entitled to look at all the inadmissible material, 
whether from the prosecution or the defence.He was particularly 
interested in the story of the prison hospital officer,Alfred Eatwell, 
who had reported hearing a prisoner,Roy Langdale,describe a 
conversation with Hanratty including details of the crime before the 
trial had taken place.Hanratty had denied the story and,more to the 
point, as { was assured by friends,l had totally destroyed Eatwell in 
cross-examination.Nevertheless,Sir James pointed out that the Home 

Secretary would be influenced by the full information made available 
to him. 

The atmosphere was not promising during that long afternoon at the 
Home Office as Sir James watched me.unconstrained by the rules of 
English courts, pace about the room as | went through the written 
argument that { had set out as the basis of my petition for a reprieve. 
Finally there was nothing more to be said.{ returned fo the 
uncomfortable seat { had been offered. 


He said, “Drop of sherry before you go?” 


from Wigs and Wherefores a Biography of Michael Sherrard 
Wildy Simmonds & Hill Publishing 2009 
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Hanratty speaks of the kindness of those about him -the staff at the 
prison : 
‘they are doing everything in their power to make things as pleasant as 
possible for me.” 


March 13th: The appeal fails and again Hanratty’s world collapses. 


Gradually his resilience returns as he engages in prison routines. 

He gets on well with his warders , enjoys their company and games 
of cards and draughts . Two priests and a nun visit him regularly.He 
writes letters to all his family ,listens to the football and racing on his 
radio.Jokes with his mother about Lester Piggott.Tells her to have a 
shilling each way on him. 

He wins so many games of draughts that his warders nickname him 
the king of the draught board. 


March 28th : 28,000 signatures are collected by Mr and Mrs Hanratty 
and sent to the Home Secretary but on April 2nd he turns down pleas 
for a reprieve . 


Michael Sherrard: 


“The warders were in tears when they heard there was to be no 
reprieve. They had got to know him and liked him.” 


Those who witnessed Hanratty’s execution spoke of his dignity and 
courage in the last hours of his life. 
His last letter written to Michael with just over an hour of his life left 
ends on an upbeat note . Enjoy the sports car ,he urges -and take care in 
it. Thinking of Michael and the good times they had together in life 
seemed to sustain himas death approached.Few could have brought 
out the happy ,carefree side of James more than Michael , the brother 
he had grown up with .He had refused to be separated from Michael 
when they were evacuated together as far back as 1944 and the 
knowledge that Michael would continue to enjoy life and the new sports 
car he had given him , appears to have helped him face his final ordeal. 
Michael and their stoical and devoted parents,Mr and Mrs Hanratty 
were never to give up the fight to clear James Hanratty’s name which 
continues to this day . 
































Dear Mick, 


Well Mick I am going to do my best to face the morning with courage and strength and I 
am sure God will give me the strength to do so.Mick now you are the eldest in the family 
I am counting on you to look after the family and I know I could not count on anybody 
better than yourself.Mick we always got on well together and we had many good times 
over the years.But I am going to ask you a small favour that is I would like you to clear 
my name, of this crime.Someone,somewhere is responsible for this crime and one day 
they will venture again and then the truth will come out,and then Mick,that will be the 
chance for you to step in.I feel the police will try to hush it all up if they get the chance.So 
Mick I am counting on you to keep your eyes on the papers. Well Mick, with that, as time 
is drawing near,it is almost daylight,so please look after Mum and Dad for me,as you just 
could not wish to have better parents than the ones you have got.I only wish I could have 
the chance all over again.But never mind, Mick as I don”t know what I have done to 
deserve this. but Mick,thats fate for you.Thanks for all the trouble you have been to,I can 
assure you you have not been wasting your time,as it will all help to bring the truth out in 
the end,and Mick please don”t let anyone say a bad word about me.I feel I will have to 
say goodbye for now. I only wish I could have the chance all over again.But never mind, 
Mick as I don”t know what I have done to deserve this.But Mick,thats fate for 
you.Thanks for all the trouble you have been to,I can assure you you have not been 
wasting your time,as it will ali help to bring the truth out in the end,and Mick please 
don”t let anyone say a bad word about me.I feel I will have to say goodbye for now.Give 
my best wishes to Mum and Dad and all the family. 

Your loving brother, 

Jim. 

P.S.I hope you will like the car as it is one that I am sure you will like,I wish I had paid 
the full amount and had given you it as a gift before now.But please Mick remember it is a 
very fast car,and whatever you do take care when you drive it. With a car of this standard 
it is very powerful.I know you are a very good driver and know you will take care of 


it,and I hope you really enjoy it for many years to come. Keep smiling Mick. 
Jim 
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Part Four will appear in Spring and will examine the DNA evidence the 
Hawser and 2002 appeals 
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The Death of Justice We wae 


s 
TEM TRESS Gare ay ws 
34 5 Sire oe 
RE 200 is snay 
ME f Say aw PET Psy 


and the hanging of vOman * 
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James Hanraitty 


for the A6 murder 


William Beadle Norma Buddle 


James Hanratty’s own handwriting is at the top of this 
extract from the letter to the Home Secretary 

R.A.Butler ,pleading clemency, Michael Sherrard’s final 
attempt to obtain a reprieve and halt his execution. It was 
swiftly rejected. 
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Sirs 


Ker gamee Hanrasti- . 


gua ¢ me, as counsel ¢-r Hanratty ot nis 






Before I me I must say that Daegbody une am been so 
kind to me, and they have all shown their gratitude towards 
me. In every little way, I still find it very hard to believe what is 
about to happen but Mum, I promise you that I will face it like 
a man, and I am sure that it is the way you and Dad would 
want it, and I hope that this will open the eyes of many people. 

And ‘what I have said before, will one day be proved to the 
world. Well Mum, though I have been in trouble at certain times 
in my life, it was only my own fault to blame, from the family 
I come from there was no need for me to turn to crime, every 
man makes mistakes sometime or other in his life. And my bad 
mistake was dog racing, I feel thats what really put me on the 
road to crime. If I had any will power to stop, I would not have 
been away from home so much, as a man has everything he 
needs in our home. _ 





-above extract from -James Hanratty’s last letter to his ‘Dear Mum and Dad’ April 1962 








The Hawser Report 


Paul Foot’s book ,‘Who Killed Hanratty’ led to an urgent 
demand for the case to be re-opened .Over 100 MP’s from 
all parties signed the motion requesting it. But the then 
Home Secretary, Reginald Maudling refused the demand and 
successive Home Secretaries followed suit. 


However in 1974, the new Labour government set up an 
inquiry under the prominent barrister Lewis Hawser. 
Despite protests from the back benches, Hawser was 
instructed to sit in secret, to hear witnesses in secret 
and not to publish the evidence they gave. His report 
concluded James Hanratty was guilty as charged but did 
nothing to offer an explanation for the Rhyl alibi or 
Alphon’s confessions. 


The following article on the Hawser Report is by William 
Beadle : 


In the early 1970's the then shadow Home Secretary, 
Shirley Williams, announced publicly that she felt that a 
sufficient case existed for a public inquiry. In the 
event, when Labour returned to power in 1974 it was Roy 
Jenkins who became Home Secretary. He drew back from a 
public inquiry opting instead for an assessment of the 
case by a leading Barrister of the day, Lewis Hawser Q.C. 


Initial elation for the Hanratty family was to turn into 
bitter disappointment. Hawser's assessment was to follow 
in the footsteps of a number of earlier reports on 
Capital cases conducted by leading Counsels. In 1947 John 
Catterall Jolly K.C. was asked to investigate a series of 
confessions by a man named David Ware into the murder of 
a prostitute on a Manchester bombsite for which another 
man, Walter Rowland, was then awaiting execution. Ware 
retracted his confessions during the inquiry and Rowland 
was hanged. But four years later Ware carried out an 
exact replica of the Manchester attack and was sent to 
Broadmoor where he hanged himself. 





In 1952 Denis Gerrard Q.C. was asked to undertake a 
similar investigation into the conviction of Edward 
Devlin, likewise awaiting execution for killing a woman 
in Liverpool. Here the main prosecution witness had told 
several people that the real murderer was her ex- 
boyfriend. Although the witness admitted making these 
statements, Gerrard blandly accepted her explanation that 
they were lies and Devlin was hanged. Moves are currently 
afoot to ask the Criminal Cases Review Commission to look 
into the case. 


The following year saw the now infamous Scott Henderson 
report into the case of Timothy Evans. Despite the 
confession of serial killer John Christie that he and not 
Evans had murdered Evans’ wife, Scott Henderson advised 
the Home Secretary that Evans conviction was safe. In 
1966 Evans was awarded a posthumous free pardon following 
a public inquiry. 


Lewis Hawser commenced his inquiries in July, 1974 and 
presented his report the following March. He concluded 
that the case against Hanratty remained overwhelming and 
did not cast any real doubt on the Jury's verdict. 


He based his verdict on four main grounds: 


1) The details provided by the gunman to Gregsten and 
Storie provided a positive link with Hanratty. 


2) Identification. 


3) The Liverpool visit by Hanratty had in fact taken 
place on Monday, August 21st and not the 22nd, thus 
kicking the props out from under the Liverpool part of 
his alibi. 


4) There was no acceptable evidence to support the Rhyl 
part of the alibi. 





But when these conclusions are subjected to examination a 
very different picture emerges. 


For every detail given by the man in the car which fitted 
Hanratty there was another which did not and pointed away 
from him. At its best the evidence was no better than 
neutral. In particular, on the balance of probabilities 
the "I've done the lot" remark was much more likely to 
have been an attempt to impress the couple that he was a 
hardened criminal rather than an obscure piece of prison 
slang, incomprehensible to anyone other than a member of 
the criminal or law enforcement communities. 


The main identification was provided by Valerie Storie 
and was described by Hawser as reliable and accurate. The 
reality is that there is plain contradiction between the 
description which the Police first recorded her having 
given them and her subsequent descriptions. She picked 
out the wrong man at the first identity parade she 
attended, and her identification of Hanratty took place 
under conditions both gravely adverse to him and almost 


five weeks after she admitted that her memory of the 
man's face was "fading". 


At Hanratty's trial Graham Swanwick, prosecuting, put 
forward as part of his case that Hanratty had spent the 
whole of Monday, August 21st, 1961, in London, putting no 
less than seven witnesses in the box to support this. But 
this posed a major problem for the Prosecutor. 


The "“sweetshop incident" pinpointed Hanratty as being in 
Liverpool on either the 21st or 22nd and if it was 
Tuesday the 22nd then he was not wandering around 
cornfields in Taplow, Buckinghamshire, a few hours later. 
So Swanwick proceeded to come up with one of the most 
desperate arguments ever presented in a Court of Law; 
Hanratty had "bought" the sweetshop alibi! Hawser quite 
rightly rejected this piece of nonsense only to find 
himself on the horns of the same dilemma. He produced his 
own novel solution. The part of the Crown's case placing 
Hanratty in London up to 11.00 p.m. on the 21st was 





discarded. Mr Swanwick, his reasoning and his witnesses 
were all jettisoned and Hawser has Hanratty dashing up to 
Liverpool, popping into the sweetshop and then racing 
back down to London to sign into the "Vienna" hotel that 
night. 


Aside from being highly selective with the evidence, 
Hawser does not seem to have thought his argument through 
very thoroughly. 

Try as they might the Police could not find even the most 
infinitesimal piece of evidence that Hanratty knew or had 
even set foot in the Taplow area. So what Hawser was 
saying was that Hanratty had left the "Vienna" on the 
morning of the 22nd and disappeared into thin air for the 
next twelve hours before re-appearing in a cornfield he 
did not know existed, in an area he had never been to, 
armed with a gun which nobody has ever been able to trace 
to his possession and accosted a couple he could not have 
known would be there. Yet he apparently planned all these 
things in advance because Hawser implies that the trip to 
Liverpool the previous day was to set up an alibi! 


The simple truth is that both Swanwick and Hawser were 
stretching logic beyond all credulity and refusing to 
concede the obvious; that James Hanratty travelled to 
Liverpool on August 22nd and was there until at least 
5.00 p.m. 


Finally, the Rhyl alibi. Here minor uncertainties and 
miniscule inconsistencies -- entirely natural under the 
circumstances -- were magnified out of all proportion so 
that they could be dismissed. By this anarchic concept no 
witness in any trial would ever be considered reliable. 


But the greatest inconsistency is that had Hawser applied 
the same yardstick to the prosecution witnesses then he 
would have had no alternative other than to recommend 
that Hanratty receive a posthumous free pardon! 


Hawser failed utterly to relate the statements of the 
Rhyl witnesses one to another to see how they dovetailed 
with each other or assess their accumulative weight. 











The Rhyl alibi can be broadly split into two parts, the 
"Ingledene" boarding house where even Hawser is forced to 
concede that Hanratty could have stayed at some point, 
and the evidence of the Landladies who verified his 
account of a young man coming to them for lodgings on the 
evening of Tuesday, August 22nd. 

Let us look at the evidence of Margaret Walker and Ivy 
Vincent; also the Davies family who provided a supporting 
wall for Mrs Walker and Mrs Vincent's testimony. 


Mrs Walker had a clear and very specific reason for 
recalling that the incident took place on August 22nd as 
it was the Tuesday before the Friday on which an 
anticipated family event occurred (August 25th). 


Mrs Margaret Davies was able to corroborate the date of 
Mrs Walker's encounter with the man. 


Mrs Vincent substantiated Mrs Walker's statement that the 
man had then called on her. By extension, both Mrs Walker 


and Mrs Davies were confirming the date on which the man 
called on Mrs Vincent as the 22nd. 


Margaret Davies's Daughter-in-law, Betty Davies, was 
likewise able to corroborate her Mother-in-law's 
statement, which again by extension substantiated Mrs 


Walker's. Betty's Husband, Noel Davies, in turn verified 
Betty's statement. 


All five witnesses therefore mutually support each other 
and form a chain of connecting evidence which in turn is 
entirely supportive of Hanratty's own account of where he 
was and what he did that night. For good measure Mrs 
Walker recalled that her visitor had noticably dyed hair, 
as was the case with Hanratty on the 22nd, while Hanratty 
himself mentioned that one of the women had a large dog 
with her. Mrs Walker owned an Alsatian. 


To recap, what Hawser did was to apply a double standard. 
Any witness for Hanratty had to jump perfectly through 
the hoops he created for them, whilst the evidence of 
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prosecution witnesses was treated as holy writ with much 
larger flaws excused or glossed over. He made no attempt 
to look at the alibi evidence as a whole while on the 
other hand he sought to rework the prosecution’s case for 
them when he found it in difficulties. 


Like Jolly, Gerrard and Scott Henderson before him Lewis 
Hawser seems to have been in terror of admitting that the 
legal system could make a mistake in a capital case. 
Overall his report was simply an exercise in shoring up a 
conviction which by all objective reasoning was no longer 
sustainable. 


William Beadle 
February 2012 

















‘No hair, no blood, no fibres ,nothing at 
all was found that linked Hanratty to that 
motor -car.’ 


-Michael Sherrard QC-Hanratty’s Trial barrister. 


In the first three parts of this series we looked at 
the events that led to James Hanratty being hanged, 50 
years ago, on April 4th 1962, for murdering a man on the 
A6 . Hanratty, a small-time London crook was arrested, 
tried and executed for the murder with surprising 
rapidity -both appeal and reprieve having been speedily 
refused. 


Hanratty protested his innocence to the very end and 
quite soon after the execution, the original suspect in 
the case, Peter Alphon, confessed to the murder. Alphon 
claimed that Hanratty had been ‘fitted up. He claimed he 
himself had been hired to ‘separate’ Michael Gregsten and 
Valerie Storie by a ‘Central Figure’ and that the 
Original plan had gone dramatically wrong. 


Fifty years later the verdict is still being disputed. 
Few cases in British legal history have caused such 
controversy. Paul Foot wrote a comprehensively researched 
account of the case in his book ,‘Who Killed Hanratty’. 
It took him five years to complete and he amassed an 
abundance of new evidence from which he concluded James 
Hanratty was innocent and that had such evidence been 
available at the time it would have made it impossible 
for a jury to bring in a verdict of guilty. 


In 1967 Foot had been able to interview the witnesses 
from Rhyl, who had given new evidence to the police 
(before Hanratty’s conviction) testifying to the truth of 
Hanratty’s second alibi. This, though late, was before 
the trial ended at Bedford but their statements were not 
made available by the prosecution to the defence in time 
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for the trial. At least one of the statements is recorded 
as having been received by Superintendent Acott on 15th 
February 1962, two days before the trial ended. Had these 
witness statements been available to the defence in time 
for the actual trial Hanratty might be alive today. 







In 1997/Bob Woffinden \followed in Foot’s steps with 


- The book uncovers further 
dence. Woffinden pieces together the shockingly 
slim, always ‘circumstantial’ and often ‘concocted’ 
evidence that sent Hanratty to the gallows. 


For nearly fifty years Hanratty’s family and his 
supporters have campaigned to clear his name. In 1999 
after the Matthews report commissioned by Scotland Yard 
had appeared to exonerate Hanratty completely, the 


Criminal Cases Review Commission finally referred the 
case to the Court of Appeal. 


The Crown used the recently developed techniques of LCN 
[low copy number] DNA to test the 1962 verdict.They 
examined Valerie Storie’s underwear and the handkerchief 
that was wrapped around the gun. DNA samples were taken 
from Hanratty’s mother and brother and the samples 
matched. Hanrattys body was then exhumed and samples 
taken from the body matched.As a result the 2002 Court of 
Appeal decided that the DNA evidence standing alone was 
certain proof of Hanratty’s guilt. 

The defence responded by claiming the trial exhibits had 
been contaminated as they had been routinely placed in 
the same box as Hanratty’s clothing. 

It is worth noting that the Forensic Science Service 
maintains that there have been no convictions on LCN DNA 
alone yet in the case of James Hanratty this is tne only 
remaining evidence of guilt. 

In the following pages we shall examine certain extracts 


from the Appeal Court Ruling dealing specifically with 
the DNA: 








Extract from transcript of the Judgement of the 
Court of Criminal Appeal -REGINA versus JAMES 
HANRATTY DECEASED by his brother Michael: 


paragraph 106 :We turn to the DNA evidence. As already 
noted, seminal fluid was found on Valerie Storie’s 
knickers and one of her slips. At the time all that could 
be shown was that the rapist’s and hence the murderer’s 
blood group was O secretor. So was James Hanratty’s and 
Peter Alphon’s together with 40% of the male population. 
The handkerchief found with the murder weapon bore traces 
of nasal mucus. Mucus was not capable of being analysed 
for blood type. Evidence based upon the comparison of 
hairs and fibres was inconclusive. Apart from some 
seminal staining on James Hanratty’s striped trousers, 
said to be part of the Hepworth suit, that was the extent 
of the scientific evidence at trial. 


The following extracts give some detailed information 
about what happened to the knickers and slip on the day 
of the murder: 

Paragraph 113: The knickers arrived at the Metropolitan 
Police Laboratory (MPL) on 23 August 1961 where they were 
examined by Dr Nickolls, the director and his assistant, 
Henry Howard. They were found to be stained with seminal 
fluid in the area of the crotch and at the back for five 
inches upwards from the crotch. Vaginal fluid from 
Valerie Storie was also present. There were smaller 
quantities of seminal fluid of blood group AB assumed to 
have come at some earlier stage from Michael Gregsten. 
Although the laboratory records are not dated, the notes 
are numbered sequentially and we are confident that the 
knickers were examined almost immediately and in any 
event no later than 23 September 1961 when the notes show 
that certain samples taken from Peter Alphon were 
examined at the laboratory. The handkerchief came to the 
laboratory on 25 August, was screened for blood and semen 
and, none being found, seems to have been put to one 
side. 
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Paragraph 114 : On 7 October 1961 a suitcase containing 
James Hanratty’s clothing was seized from the home of his 
girlfriend, Louise Anderson. It was received at the 
laboratory on 9 October. Amongst other items it contained 
a pair of dark pinstriped trousers (part of the Hepworth 
suit) and a green jacket and trousers. Some hairs and 
fibres were removed from the outside of the dark trousers 
as was a sample from a seminal stain on the inside of the 
fly. A suggestion, which has not been contradicted, is 
that the seminal stain may have been washed out and 
retained in the form of a liguid. On 13 October, the 
laboratory received samples of James Hanratty’s blood and 
saliva. It was only at this point that the police became 
aware of his blood grouping. The records are incomplete 
but there would seem to be no reason for any of James 
Hanratty’s items of clothing or for his intimate samples 
to be present in the laboratory at the same time as the 
knickers or the handkerchief. There is, of course, the 
possibility that all the exhibits were stored in the same 
place, albeit separately packaged, which, it is 
submitted, might have provided the opportunity for 
secondary contamination. Dr Nickolls is dead. Mr Howard 
ll alive though in poor health. His recollection is 
that the dangers of contamination were recognised even in 
1961 and that the practice was to take elementary 
precautions such as making sure that clothing from victim 
and suspect were not examined on the same day. 


There is rather a lot of ‘assuming’ going on here, 
unsupported by factual certainty.Crucial information is 
being overlooked in the process. For example if a sample 
of a seminal stain on the inside of the fly on Hanratty’s 
trousers was removed we are not told how that was done. 
Was the dry semen ‘scraped’ from the inside of the fly on 
the trousers in this same laboratory that sometime later 
--the next day, two days later three days later - 
examined the knickers and if so where might airborne 
particles of semen from that process have landed? That a 
wash was made and put into a vial with a rubber bung 
seems quite likely if only because a vial with a rubber 
bung was found to be lying broken in the same drawer as 








the knicker piece was stored in its paper and cellophane 
envelopes. 

In the next few pages we demonstrate to what extent 
contamination is more rather than less likely to have 
occurred in 1961 and 1962. However in 2002 the Court of 
Appeal appears to have accepted this as only a minimal 
risk viz:. 


Paragraph 115 :All the exhibits, including those 
mentioned, were produced at the committal proceedings 
which took place between 22 November 1961 and 5 December 
1961. If the usual procedures of the time were followed 
it would seem doubtful that any one of the exhibits, 
barring possibly the gun and certain of the cartridges, 
would ever have been removed from its packaging or 
container. Even so, as Mr Mansfield points out and the 
respondent concedes, the possibility that there was 
contact between the various exhibits cannot be excluded 
altogether. 


Indeed, turning again to the photo of 24th January 
1962, the usual procedures of the time seem to have left 
a lot to be desired in terms of the ultra sterile storage 
and handling demanded today in order that LCN DNA testing 
can be certain to be secure from contamination. 


December 28th and 29th 1962 : Paragraph 116 :As a result 
of correspondence between James Hanratty’s then 
solicitors and the DPP, arrangements were made for the 
pathologist, Dr Grant, to have access to James Hanratty’s 
intimate samples and also to certain of the exhibits. It 
appears from the records that Dr Grant examined the green 
jacket and trousers on 28 December 1961 and Valerie 
Storie’s slips and knickers the following day. It was on 
this latter occasion that a portion of the crotch area of 
the knickers was removed and thereafter, as seems clear, 
stored separately from the other exhibits including the 
knickers from which it had been excised. As also seems 
clear, a fragment of the excised portion was retained by 
the laboratory having first been placed in a small 
envelope made of cellophane and sellotape which was in 
turn put into a small brown envelope and the small 
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envelope into a larger envelope before being treasury 
tagged to a laboratory file. It was so placed when 
rediscovered in 1991. 


At the trial which took place between 22 January 1962 and 
17 February 1962 all the exhibits with the exception of a 
portion of the slip and the fragment of the knickers 
referred to previously were produced and in due course, 
taken out by the jury on retirement. Thereafter, on 9 
April 1962, James Hanratty’s suitcase and clothing were 
returned to his father and on 22 May 1962 Valerie 


Storie’s slips, her knickers and various samples were all 
destroyed. 


The storage history between 1961 and 1991 of the 
42 year old ‘exhibits’ used for LCN DNA testing in 
2002 is unknown. We know the knicker fragment was 
found in 1991 by Jennifer Wiles in a police 
laboratory in South London and the handkerchief in 


October 1997 by police in Bedford but that is all 
we know. 


[paragraph] 118. The handkerchief seems to have remained 
with the Bedfordshire Constabulary until September or 
early October 1997 when it was discovered in the course 
of enquiries made on behalf of the Commission. It was in 
the original envelope inside another envelope marked with 
the exhibit number ‘35’. 

The file containing the fragment from the knickers was 
discovered in 1991 by Jennifer Wiles. It was still 
packaged as described except that the cellophane package 
was no longer intact. Also found in the file were some 
broken slides and slide holders possibly having contained 
hairs and fibres collected at the scene of the murder. 
There were also two polythene bags each containing hairs 
thought now to have come from Alphon. There was another 
polythene bag containing a number of bullets and 
significantly, so Mr Mansfield submits, a polythene bag 
containing a small rubber bung and fragments of glass 
including a curved piece suggesting that the polythene 
bag had at one time contained a glass vial or 


EE eee Mr Greenhalgh, who saw the file 





and examined the fabric in 1995, told us that he 
considered the risk of contamination to the fabric to be 
very low. We quote from his evidence. 

“As I examined the item, the piece of blue material from 
the knickers was in a sealed packet inside the two 
envelopes. I did not observe any damage to that packaging 
which I considered likely to be a risk of contamination. 
As far as I was concerned they were sealed, although the 
outer envelopes were not sealed there was no indication 
of any liquid damage on the brown paper envelopes, as 
might have been expected if a liquid sample had leaked 
onto them.” 


Andrew Buddle adds: 


Only in the last few days (March 2012) yet another 
instance of contamination of DNA evidence has come to 
light. 


An investigation began in March into a blunder by a 
private forensics company that led to a man being 
charged with a rape in a city he claims never to have 
visited. 


The forensic science regulator, Andrew Rennison, is 
examining how the error was made by LGC Forensics and 
how many other cases it may affect. 


LGC says the error was caused by contamination in its 
laboratory. 


This week the rape case against Adam Scott was 
dropped by prosecutors. Scott, from Exeter, Devon, 
was charged with a rape that occurred in October in 
Manchester, 190 miles away. 


Police sources say he was not a suspect until samples 
from the crime scene were sent to LGC. The forensics 
company, which is the largest private provider in the 
UK, told detectives that DNA extracted from the 
samples was a strong match to the DNA of Scott, who 
was then charged. 





The examination by LGC at its, lab in Teddington 
produced a one in a billion chance that Scott was not 


tied to the crime scene. The company now acknowledges 
the result was false. 


A senior source said that officials from across law 
enforcement were privately “alarmed” and added: 
"We've been told it is something with their [LGC's] 
equipment that has put other [forensic] cases in 
jeopardy .. These things are not supposed to happen.” 


LGC says it has rectified the causes of the blunder 


but is refusing to answer other questions or give 
detail. 


Sources say they believe the contamination occurred 
when a sample taken from the scene of the rape was 
being tested for any sign of DNA from the 
perpetrator. The vial containing samples from the 
scene was in a container containing seven or eight 
other vials of evidence in other cases, and 
contamination occurred. 


Greater Manchester police are understood to have 
decided they will review other cases where they 


secured prosecutions with the help of forensic work 
from LGC. 


Meanwhile the family of Stephen Lawrence were told by 
Scotland Yard that police were confident the blunder 
would not affect their case. Forensic work by LGC was 


crucial to the conviction in January of two men for 
the murder after 18 years. 


Police forces have turned to private suppliers after the 


government decided to shut down the loss-making Forensic 
Science Service. 








William Beadle, Chair of the whitechapel Society 
has had an interest in the Hanratty case extending 
back to when Paul Foot’s book first appeared in 
1971,writes: 


On March 26th, 1999, the Criminal Cases Review 
Commission referred the case back to the Appeal Court 
citing no less than seventeen grounds of appeal. Five 
were essentially technicalities mainly referring to 
the summing up at the trial and changes in procedure 
which had come about since. A sixth, concerning a 
withheld statement from the Conductress on the 
morning run of the 36a bus on August 24th, 1961, 
would probably not have been of value to either 
prosecution or defence. These need not concern us. 


Of those that do, ten were based on items of evidence 
not disclosed to the defence in 1962 while the 
eleventh consisted of evidence that the police had 
rewritten the notes of their interviews with 
Hanratty. 


On October 17th, 2000, Hanratty's body was exhumed 
for DNA tests. This followed the testing of DNA 
samples given by Hanratty's Mother and Brother 
against samples obtained from Valerie Storie's 
underwear and a handkerchief found wrapped around the 
murder weapon. 


Earlier DNA tests requested by the Hanratty family 
had proved inconclusive but now a new testing process 
known as low copy number DNA, specifically designed 
to test minute quantites of DNA, had become 
available. This test however indicated that the DNA 
on the underwear and hankie was indeed James 
Hanratty's. 


The DNA obtained from his exhumed body seemed to 
confirm this and was subsequently used by the Crown 
Prosecution Service to contest the appeal. 





The appeal finally went ahead in the Spring of 2002 
in front of the Lord Chief Justice, Lord Woolf, Lord 
Justice Mantell and Lord Justice Leveson. On May 10th 


they handed down their judgement dismissing the 
appeal. 


In their judgement the Court dealt first with the DNA 
evidence. Here the Judges concluded that the evidence 
was by itself certain proof of Hanratty's guilt 
(Appeal Court Judgement Paragraph 127 ). 


But what of the grounds on which the case had been 
referred back to them in the first place? 


Having decided on their verdict the Judges were now 
obliged to find reasons for dismissing each of them 
in turn, which they did. But let us instead turn it 


the other way and examine first the grounds of appeal 
and then the DNA evidence. 


The first four grounds involved non-disclosures of 
matters regarding Valerie Storie's descriptions of 
the killer, namely inconsistencies, her conflicting 
accounts of where he had been seated when she caught 
the glimpse of his face, her September admission that 
his face was fading from her memory and 
Superintendent Acott's record of the man she had 


wrongly picked out at the first identity parade as 
having dark eyes. 


All four points were resolutely dismissed by the 
Judges. According to them, the first merely 
constituted a breach of the rules by the Police and 
Acott's trial testimony that she had always been 
consistent in her description was simply an innocent 
mistake! The conflicting statements about the car 
seat were at a time when she was gravely ill. Ditto 


her fear that the man's face was fading; she had been 
gravely injured and traumatised. Here there was a 


febrile attempt by the Judges to suggest that the 








Defence could have uncovered the statement had they 
tried hard enough. Finally, it was unclear as to 
whether Acott's failure to disclose the matter of the 
dark eyes was inconsistent by 1962 standards. 


James Hanratty was also gravely injured and 
traumatised;-he was hanged by the neck until he was 
dead! If the witness's contradictions were the result 
of her injuries then just what can we rely upon? 


It does not matter whether the defence could 
theoretically have unearthed Storie's September 
statement; or whether something which we know to be 
wrong today may not have been in 1962. Nor for that 
matter that the Police breached the rules. What does 
matter -- and it is the only thing which matters -- 
is that additional contradictions from a witness 
whose evidence the Appeal Court admits varied between 
the committal and trial hearings, was contradicted by 
another witness, and who had previously identified 
the wrong man ( para 132 ) were unacceptably withheld 
from the jury. 


The more weight that is placed on something the more 
it splinters. Why did the Appeal Court imagine these 
statements were withheld in the first place? 


The next point of non-disclosure was about Hanratty’'s 
identity parades. Superintendent Acott had advised 
that the participants should wear skull caps owing to 
Hanratty's hair then being noticeably dyed ginger. In 
the event this was not done and Hanratty clearly 
stood out as the Police suspect. The jury was unaware 
of Acott's instruction, the point being that he had 
failed to disclose that he realised that the parades 
were unfair to Hanratty. In dismissing this point the 
Judges speculated that Acott's instruction might 
equally have been given because Hanratty's hair was 
no longer the same colour as it had been on August 
22nd. 
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That is a horse which will not run. It was widely 
reported in the Press in the days leading up to the 
parades that Hanratty's hair was now dyed ginger. The 
witnesses therefore knew that his hair was now 
different. Crucially, they knew not only that it was 
dyed but the actual colour of the dye. Equally 
crucially, the Police knew these parades were unfair 


to Hanratty but failed to share that knowledge with 
the jury. 


The next three items of non-disclosure concerned 1) 
statements made by Robert Crocker, Juliana Galves, 
William Nudds and Florence Snell, all employees of 
the Broadway House and Vienna hotels, 2) a Police 
log of September 6th, 1961 and 3) a note made by 
Acott that he had seized the Vienna Hotel register on 
September 20th, 1961 ( confirmed by Sergeant 

Oxford ), whereas he had testified at the trial that 
he had taken possession of it on the 11th when the 
cartridge cases were discovered. 


Michael Mansfield Q.C., appearing for the Hanratty 
family, argued that the undisclosed statements of 
Crocker and Galves, together with the withheld Police 
log, amounted to Police malpractice. He contended 
that had the defence been in possession of this 
material in 1962 then they could have advanced the 
theory that the register had been altered and that 
someone with the knowledge that the first suspect, 
Peter Alphon, was being investigated could have 
planted the cartridge cases in room 24, thus 
indirectly exonerating Hanratty. 


Mr Mansfield likewise posited that Nudds and Snell's 
withheld statements would have further undermined 
their credibility, and that the conflict between 
Acott's notebook and his trial testimony reflected 
adversely on the integrity of his evidence. 

Yet again the Appeal Court came down wholly against 
Mansfield's submissions and once again they missed 








the point. Had these conflicts been examined at the 
trial then we do not know how the jury would have 
viewed them. They could have decided that when added 
to the rest of the defence case they constituted 
reasonable doubt. In fact, they only needed to have 
convinced one member and it would have been a hung 


jury. 


We come now to the non disclosure of the statements 
of Margaret Walker, Ivy Vincent and Christopher 
Larman, whose identifications of Hanratty in Rhyl on 
the night of August 22nd, 1961 are outlined in part 
two of this series. 


On February 15th, 1962, Mr Larman’s statement was 
handed to Superintendent Acott who promised to pass 
it to the defence the following morning. This never 
happened and Mr Larman's evidence remained unknown 
until 1968. 


Concern over Acott's performance would appear to be 
growing though not in the minds of the three wise men 
of the Appeal Court! 


Mr Mansfield submitted that the statements of all 
three witnesses should be entered into the appeal 
under section 23 of the 1968 Criminal Appeal Act 
which stipulates that the overriding consideration 
should be whether evidence would assist the Court in 
achieving justice. It was under this consideration 
that the CPS was able to place before the Court the 
DNA evidence, and it was the latter which the Judges 
now used to reject Mansfield's application stating 
that the DNA evidence led conclusively to the view 
that the evidence of Walker, Vincent and Larman did 
not render the verdict unsafe! 


Which is a very neat way of avoiding answering the 
fundamental question of how James Hanratty could have 
been abducting a couple in Buckinghamshire when he 
was scouring the guest houses of Rhyl for lodgings. 

















—————____ 


The last item of non disclosure was the statements of 
William Lee, Doreen Milne and Margaret Thompson 
which, as we saw in part three of this series, blew a 
massive hole in the Crown's contention that the 
murder car was parked in Avondale Crescent in Ilford, 
East London, from 7.10 a.m. on August 23rd to 6.30 
that evening which is when it was discovered. To 
recap briefly, Lee encountered the car near Matlock, 
Derby, at 6.30 a.m. and Milne and Thompson were 


adamant that it was not parked in Avondale Crescent 
prior to 5.30 p.m. 


These statements, like so many others which could 
have changed the face of the trial, were withheld 
from the defence by Acott. They would of course have 


eliminated two of his three identification witnesses, 
John Skillett and James Trower, 


from the case. No 
wonder he sat on them. 


But the Appeal Court made no comment other than to 
Say that Acott might have discounted these 
identifications ( para 153 ), adding that in Lee's 
case his sighting did not match the mileage on the 
murder car's odometer ( Gregsten is said to have to 
have written the mileage down whenever he put petrol 
in the car ). Lee's dismissal is only explicable by 
the fact that the Judges had already accepted the DNA 
evidence at face value. Once again, there is no 
attempt to ask why, if there were credible answers to 
Lee, Milne and Thompson's statements, Acott did not 
disclose them. 

The Police's performance does not get any better when 
we consider the final ground of appeal. Dr David 
Baxendale, an expert in forensic document 
examination, testified that parts of Acott and 


Oxford's notes had been rewritten. Baxendale 


subjected the notes to an ESDA test which determines 
if a document has been written when positioned over 
another document. He concluded that pages 4, 15, and 








19 of the police notes had been rewritten; and, 
additionally, page 4 had been under page 20 when 
written. 


The Appeal Court was at pains to portray the 
rewritings as a matter of no real substance, and of 
no material benefit to Hanratty, branding it an issue 
of at best peripheral significance.They rejected any 
suggestion that the evidence given at the trial by 
either officer might, in 

part, have been untrue. For them there might be an 
innocent explanation for why the notes were 
rewritten. 


And there might not be. 


In Court Acott testified that he had not altered his 
notebook, while Oxford claimed his notes were 
honestly recorded. But the evidence against Acott 
mounts relentlessly. Valerie Storie's undisclosed 
statement and contradictions, the unfair identity 
parades, the ~Vienna~ hotel and the withheld 
statements of Larman, Lee, Milne and Thompson. Now 
the rewritten notes. 


When Acott’s performance is looked at in total -- 
which the Appeal Court signally failed to do -- then 
a picture emerges of a man determined to secure a 
conviction at all costs with the truth joining James 
Hanratty as collateral damage. 


Moreover, had the jury known about all this withheld 
evidence would they still have decided Acott's 
disputed phone conversations with Hanratty in the 
Superintendent's favour;- as plainly they did? 


I think we are justified in being as ruthless with 
Basil Acott as he was with Hanratty and borrow a 
phrase from Shakespeare to sum him up;- “false, 
fleeting, perjured Acott”". 








The jury in the Hanratty trial were out for ten 
hours, at one point returning to Court to ask for 
clarification of reasonable doubt. We do not know 
what finally tipped the balance towards conviction, 
but what we do know is that there was a balance to be 
tipped and everything suggests that it was a very 
fine balance. Had they heard what the Appeal Court 


heard then it might well have tipped them the other 
way. 


When we combine 
have heard with 
and then add in 
Hanratty was in 


all the evidence which they should 
all the evidence which they did hear 
the extremely powerful evidence that 
Rhyl on the night of August 22nd then 
it is the case for Hanratty's innocence -- not his 
guilt -~ which is overwhelming. With that in mind it 
is now that we should assess the DNA evidence. 
Normally DNA supports the rest of the evidence;- or 


at least does not conflict with it. This is not the 
case here. 


In 2002 low copy number DNA (LCN) was a new 
phenomenon, augmenting conventional DNA which had now 
been around for twenty years. Since 
has become mired in controversy. To give three 
examples of failed LCN cases; 1) in 2007 Sean Hoey 
was acquitted of the Omagh bombings when the Judge 
threw out the LCN evidence declaring he had doubts 
about its reliability. Similarly, 2) in 2009 a 
California Judge refused to admit LCN because of its 
lack of scientific acceptabilty. 3) In 2011 Amanda 


Knox had her murder conviction in Italy overturned 
after the LCN evidence was discredited. 


2002 however LCN 


Bruce Budowle, 


former Senior Scientist at the FBI's 
laboratories, questions LCN's robustness and believes 











its use should be limited purely to identifying the 
bones of missing people. 

These doubts are reflected in the fact that according 
to the CPS LCN is accepted in no more than fifteen 
countries worldwide. 


LCN seeks to analyse samples of DNA of less than 100 
picograms. A picogram is one million millionth of a 
gram; 100 amounts to 0.0000000001 of a gram! 
Scientific concerns centre upon LCN's reliabilty, 
consistency and vulnerability to contamination. It is 
the latter, specifically cross-contamination, which 
is at issue in the Hanratty case. 


Andrew Buddle is a sociologist and is interested 
in the way in which scientists have presented as 
factual certainty DNA evidence where there is no 
proper basis for it. 


Andrew Buddle: Low Copy Number (LCN) DNA was a 
technique discovered by the Forensic Science Service 
and utilised by them in the DNA evidence at the 
Hanratty appeal. 

[t allows DNA profiles to be uncovered even when 
there is only a tiny amount of DNA present, sometimes 
1s small as a millionth the size of a grain of salt. 


fhe Forensic Science Service, at the time a for- 
profit company that became Government owned in 2005, 
ind has now been closed down for running at a £2 
million per month loss, began routinely using LCN 
testing in casework in 1999. 

There have been constant doubts within the scientific 
community about the merits of LCN testing;-the 
method, the science behind it and the conclusions 
that can be drawn from the results. 


Professor Dan Krane, a DNA expert from Ohio, gave 
evidence in 2007 in the notorious Omagh bomb trial of 
Sean Hoey, where the Judge threw the prosecution case 


: 
: 
: 








out because of the unreliability of FSS’'s LCN DNA 
findings. 


“Low Copy Number tests are much more prone to 
flexible interpretation, than with the conventional 


tests. 


"Because of its great sensitivity, there are much 
greater concerns about the persistence of DNA and its 


ability to be transferred from one article to 
another. 


"It's just too easy for contamination to occur, or 
for DNA to have become associated with an article 
through very innocent, very old contact." 


LCN DNA testing has been validated only by the FSS's 
own scientists, rather than by outside experts, and 
the defence's continual questioning of the method in 
the Hoey trial was aided by a test result from a 
failed bomb explosion in Lisburn, in April 1998, that 
Sean Hoey was also charged with. 


When the defused device was analysed using the FSS'‘s 
technique, the strongest initial DNA profile was 
found to be that a ter 

Nottinghamshire. 


enage boy from 


In an attempt to bolster their case, the prosecution 
called Peter Gill, one of the inventors of the LCN 
technique. But under cross examination he said some 
of the results put forward by the prosecution were 
“valueless”, and that LCN was a complex area in which 


there were “shades of grey’. 


That led the Judge, Mr Justice Weir to say: "When 
this evidence is presented on behalf of the 
prosecution, no-one talks about it in terms of shades 


of grey. It's put forward as evidence I can rely on.” 


William Beadle: Testifying at the appeal, Roger Mann 
of the Forensic Science Service averred that had 
cross-contamination occurred he would have expected 


the samples to yield both Hanratty and the killer's 
DNA profiles. 











On a sample lower than 0,0000000001 of a gram? 


Certainly small enough to be missed, like the much 
larger samples in the Damilola Taylor case. After 

that case a spokesman for the FSS estimated that as 
many as 200 cases might be in jeopardy. 






But Mr Mann did admit-- as did all the experts who 
testified before the Appeal Court, Dr Jonathan 
Whittaker also for the FSS and Dr Martin Evison for 
Hanratty -- that contamination was possible though 
Mann and Whittaker thought it very unlikely. Their 
evidence led to the Judges describing the possibility 
of contamination as ~fanciful~ and “beyond belief. 













But 10 years on we are not nearly as sanguine about 
LCN and contamination. Such is it's susceptibility 
that LCN samples should only be examined in a wholly 
sterile environment; pressurised laboratories, ultra- 
violet irradiation of benches, and deep and constant 
cleaning with personnel wearing clean overwear, 
masks, footwear and double rubber gloves changed at 
regular intervals. It sounds like the sort of 
conditions in which you would examine the Ebola 
virus! 














Even in allegedly pristine conditions contamination 
can still take place. Professor Allan Jamieson, 
Director of the Forensic Institute in Glasgow, 
explains that with conventional DNA a negative 
control is set up by processing a blank sample that 
has no DNA. If the negative control sample does show 
DNA then it means contamination has occurred in the 
analytical method. But with LCN, even in tightly 
controlled analytical processes a significant number 
of negative controls test positive for DNA. 

Dr Whittaker -- who in effect pioneered the use of 
LCN -- admitted during a murder trial that items of 
evidence were sometimes left lying around together in 

















open bags yielding up the possibility of 
contamination from one item to another. 


Andrew Buddle: In November 2007, in the High Court in 


we 


dinburgh, Dr Jonathan Whitaker of the FSS gave 


for the prosecution in the trial of Vincent 
accused of murdering trainee nursery nurse 


Lizabeth McCabe in Dundee in February 1980. 


Ihitaker explained how swabs were taken from three 


parts of a blue jumper — even though there 


no stains visible to the naked eye and tests for 
blood or semen had proved negative. 


ned odds of the DNA coming from someone else 
simpson were 1 in 40 million, Dr Whitaker 


1oned by advocate depute Alex Prentice QC, 


about the DNA result from the jumper’s 
orensic scientist said: “This result is of 
Significance since the DNA profile result 

ld expect to find if Vincent Simpson had 


jumper in the area of the neck, thus 
his DNA to this area.” 
amination, OC Mark Stewart, who was 
mpson, challenged the findings. 


iat the techniques used at the FSS 
ab in Yorkshire left too much room for 


= 5 Cie ester 
art so claimed it was almost impossible to 
f ings of Forensic Science Services 


he were probably only three labs in the 
y exactly the same Low Copy Number test. 


-erested in discovering whether FSS was 
results, asked if they had charged 
mine a skirt submitted by Tayside 








Dr Whitaker said if it had been cut up and each piece 
treated as a separate item that was possible. 


Mr Stewart then went on to raise doubts based on the 
possibility that productions had been contaminated by 
long storage at the Tayside police’s headquarters in 
Dundee. 


Dr Whitaker admitted his hi-tech lab had allowed 
items of evidence to lie about together in open bags. 
“I would hope to avoid that, but there have been 
cases where it has happened,” he admitted, agreeing 
it was potentially risky. There was the possibility 
of contamination, transfer of DNA from one item to 
another, he agreed. 


Dr Whitaker was asked about a cloth bank bag which 
had been in Simpson’s Ford Cortina taxi and regularly 
handled by him — even used during a sexual act. 


The bank bag had lain on top of other items of 
potential evidence, but the bag been 
lost over the years. 


Mr Stewart asked if it could have been the source of 
DNA on other items. 
Dr Whitaker agreed it was possible. 


The jury found Vincent Simpson, 61, not guilty of 
murder after a seven-week trial. They took just three 
hours to reach the not guilty verdict. 


Mr Simpson had been charged with murdering Miss 
McCabe after the case, which had led to one of 
Tayside Police's biggest ever investigations, was re- 
opened in 2004. 

FSS’s new LCN DNA techniques had encouraged 
detectives into believing the mystery could finally 


be solved. Mr Simpson was charged with murder in 
2005. 


In his closing speech at the High Court, Mark Stewart 
OC, defending Mr Simpson, said there was little 








t the accused, describing the police 
investigation as “fundamentally and permanently 


He described the case as "not fit for purpose", and 
said the whole premise that a taxi driver had been 
involved “began somewhere in the imagination of some 
detective in the 1980s". 


William Beadle: It cannot be excluded that the A6 
samples became contaminated in the laboratory, but a 
much greater likelihood is that cross-contamination 
occurred in 1962. Then DNA was not even a twinkle in 
a Geneticist's eye and there seemed no reason to 
separate items of clothing so they were bundled up 
together. That this did happen with the evidence at 
the Hanratty trial is reinforced by a photograph of 
an exhibits officer carrying them into Court in what 
looks like a duffle bag! 


Far from being fanciful or beyond belief the 
potential for cross-contamination is only too 
obvious. It might even be argued that under these 
circumstances it was more rather than less likely to 
have occurred. 


Had the appeal taken place in 2012 and not 2002 the 
Judges would undoubtedly have been more circumspect 
and more likely to attach serious weight to the 
likelihood of contamination. 


2012 marks 50 years since James Hanratty was 
convicted and hanged for a crime which on the 
evidence we have today he did not commit. 


William Beadle is the Chair of the Whitechapel 
Society and the author of Jack the Ripper: Anatomy of 
a Myth [1995] and Jack the Ripper Unmasked [2009] .He 
is a member of Mensa and several other societies. 


Andrew Buddle is a sociologist. 
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picture from ,"Who Killed Hanratty’ by Paul Foot ] 
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Norma Buddle lives in London. 





The A6 Murder - 
Was James Hanratty Innocent? 


This book brings together the four part series 


on the A6 Murder originally published as 
individual pamphiets. 


The series was devised 


written and illustrated 
by Norma Buddle with considerable support from 


James Moore and Julie Lambert and with 
especially important contributions on the DNA 
evidence from William Beadle and Andrew Buddle. 





